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PROHIBITING THE MANUFACTURE AND SALE OF INTOXICATING 
LIQUORS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 



Committee on the District of Columbia, 

House of Representatives, 
Washington^ D, (7., Thursday^ February H^ 1907, 
The committee met this day at 10.30 o'clock a. m., Hon. Joseph W. 
Babcock in the chair. 

The Chairman. The committee will come to order. Mr. Webber, 
we will hear from you. 

STATEMENT OF HON. AMOS B. WEBBEB, A BEPBESENTATIVE EBOM 

OHIO. 

, Mr. Webber. I will call upon the Rev. Carl G. Doney first, but I 
will say a word by way of introduction. 

Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the conmiittee, these people have 
come here, citizens of the District of Columbia, representing some- 
thing like 17 distinct organizations that are not only against the 
saloons, but are in favor of this measure which is lodged against 
them. 

We can take but a very brief time, each one, but I call your atten- 
tion now especially to the question whether or not from a money 
standpoint the saloons pay the taxpayers of the people of this Dis- 
trict. I wrote a letter (which will be before your committee) to Mr. 
Macfarland, Commissioner of the District, and received an answer, 
and without stopping to read the answer, which I offer in evidence 
(because I have not the time), I will give you the substance of his 
statement. He says there are 522 drink places in the city and Dis- 
trict of Columbia, or were a year ago last December, when I received 
the letter; that they paid $416,776.60 per annum. Of course that 
amount changes somewhat as the years g:o by, but not much. It in- 
creases as the city grows larger. As against this sum of $416,776.60 
is the following: The jailor, or warden of the jail, writes me that it 
costs in round numbers $50,000 a year to maintain the jail; the work- 
house superintendent writes me that it costs $95,336 to maintain the 
workhouse (see his letter), and he says 95 per cent of the inmates 
there are there through drink, and the jailor says 90 per cent of those 
who are in the jail are there by reason of drink. 

The insane asylum has something like 1,300 inmates, according to 
the superintendent (see his letter), who are there by reason of drmk, 
and to maintain them it costs something like $275,000 a year. The 
District official reports show that to maintain your police court and 
criminal courts it costs about $885,175 a year. That makes a grand 
total of $1,295,511 for these expenses and institutions. Deduct from 
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that the amount that the liquor men pay in ($416,776.60) and you 
have $878,735 still against the taxpayers. To this should be ad(ied 
the annual drink bill of the District. 

The saloon men pf my State (and I find that true everywhere, 
although I have not consulted any saloon men here, but things are 
about alike the country over) say that the average gross iocome per 
day for each saloon is $15. Now, assuming that they do not sell on 
Sundays, but keep strictly within the law, the drink bill of this city, 
and District, put at its lowest estimate, amounts to $2,500,000 for 365 
days — subtract from that sum and the added expenses of the institu- 
tions named $416,776.60, and you still have for the taxpayers to meet 
$3,378,735. I repeat, you will still have for the taxpayers to meet 
$3,378,735, as the figures in round numbers still against the taxpayers. 

Now, suppose you take that colossal sum and cut it right m two, 
you still have the enormous sum that the drink costs the citizens of 
this District yearly of $1,689,367. These seventeen speakers represent 
here the churches and all the temperance organizations in this Dis- 
trict, and in fact, they represent these organizations and churches 
throughout America, and they come here and ask you gentlemen to do 
your duty. We have come here to do our duty. When this door 
closes the responsibility is upon you. We ask you, in the light of all 
the evidence that shall be adduced here to-day by this cloud of wit- 
nesses (if you do not see fit to recommend the bill favorably), report- 
it to the House without recommendation, and let the responsibility 
rest upon the Members from all over the country. 

Mr. Sims, (a member of the committee from Tennessee). Suppose 
the saloons paid ten millions of revenue and it cost the city nothing. 
Are we to value human lives from the standpoint of money? 
[Applause.] 

Mr. Webber. No ! I have not spoken of the question of the tears 
of widows or of the wrecked homes of this city. I have just spoken 
from the standpoint of a cold mon'ey proposition, and I ask you to look 
into these figures. 

Mr. Sims. You do not want us to consider it alone from that stand- 
point, I hope. 

Mr. Webber. Certainly not. My time is so much taken up that I 
will have to go forward, No, sir; if it were not for the crimes and 
the wrecking of homes in this city to-day we would not be here asking 
this committee to do business. I do not come in here as your fellow- 
Member only. What do the people of the District say about it? 
They say, by tens of thousands, churches and the best citizenship, that 
they want this awful crime stopped in this community. [Applause.] 
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Papers filed by Hon. Amos R. Webber:) 

Commissioners of the District of Columbia, 

Washington, December 20, 1905. 
Dear Sir: In i-esponse to your inquiry I have the honor to state that the 
number of licenses issued in Washington City to sell intoxicants is as follows: 
Barrooms, 440 ; hotels, 52 ; clubs, 17 ; total, 518. 

The number of licenses issued outside of the city of Washington in the District 
of Columbia is 4. 

The licenses cost $800, and the income from this source last year was 
$416,776.60. All this under the acts of Congress governing the matter. 
Sincerely, yours, 

Henry B. F. Macfarland. 
Hon. A. R. Webber, 

House of Representatives. 
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Office of the Washington Asylum, 
Washington, D. C, December 20, 1905, 
A. R. Webber, Member of Congress, 

Deab Sir : Replying to your request of yesterday I have the honor to report 
that the present population of the Washington Asylum Workhouse is 348. Of 
these 285 are males and 63 are females. The number who reach here directly or 
indirectly through intoxicating drink are fully 95 per cent, and the number of 
those who are sent here directly because of the drink habit is quite large. 
Many of them are charged with other offenses on the commitments, but in 
nearly all the cases drink is the concomitant of the various misdemeanors 
charged. 

The cost per capita is $92.44 per annum as to the prisoners. The cost of 
maintaining the entire institution for the last fiscal year (including workhouse, 
hospital, and almshouse) was: For salaries, $30,336, and for maintenance, 
$65,000. 

Very respectfully, L. F. Zinkhan, Superintendent, 



Government Hospital for the Insane, 

Washington, D. C, December 20, 1905, 
Hon. A. R. Webber, M. C, 

House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 
My Dear Sir: I have the honor to acknowledge receipt of your inquiry of 
the 19th instant relative to the admissions to this hospital from the District of 
Columbia, and I beg to reply that as much of the data you desire is not re- 
corded separately it can not be furnished in so short a time, especially that of 
the inebriate class. Thinking possibly an approximate estimate of such as can 
be given readily would be of service to you I furnish the following: Daily av- 
erage from the District of Columbia to June 30, 1905, 1,250; number under 
treatment at present date, 1,350; per capita cost of maintenance for the year, 
$220. 

In the event that you desire a more definite estimate, if you will kindly inform 
me of the fact I shall be glad to furnish it to you at the earliest possible date. 
Trusting that the foregoing will be of service to you, I beg to remain. 
Very respectfully, 

Wm. a. White, Superintendent, 



United States Jail, 
Washington, D, C, December 13, 1905, 
Hon. A. R. Webber, M. C, 

No, 1008 Thirteenth street NW,, Washington, D. C, 

My Dear Sir: Complying with your request of December 1 relative to the 
number of inmates in the United States jail, the number of commitments 
annually, what number are committed on account of the drink habit, the cos«t 
of maintaining the jail, the amount of appropriation necessary to make needed 
improvements, etc., I respectfully submit the following: 

At the present time there are 417 prisoners in the jail. The number of per- 
sons committed during the year ending October 31, 1905, was 3,245. The aver- 
age daily number for that year was 456. The appropriation for the maintenance 
of the jail for the current fiscal year ending June 30, 1906, including officers' 
salaries and all expenses, is $50,000, and has grown from $43,000 four years 
ago to the present amount on account of a continual increase of commitments 
to the jail. 

The number of prisoners committed here directly on account of the drink 
habit can not so easily be determined, because prosecutions for drunkenness 
alone will send prisoners to the workhouse instead of to the jail, but in my 
judgment nine-tenths of all the prisoners committed to this jail during the year 
are either directly or indirectly committed because of the drink habit. For 
instance, in the case of assault and battery alone, 775 prisoners were sent to 
the jail; plain assault, 314 cases; assaulting with a dangerous weapon, 54 
cases ; assault with intent to kill, 6 cases ; assault with intent to commit mayhem, 
1 case, etc., and nearly every one of these cases was where the party had been 
in a state of intoxication. In the case of petit larceny there were 1,058 cases, 



(S INTOXICATING LIQUORS IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

and it is well known that these cases are drunken brawlers, and that If it were 
not for their drinking they would not resort to stealing for a living. Hence, one 
occupying the position I do, seeing these prisoners when they come into the 
Jail, conversing with them and getting their story of crime, their frank admis- 
sions that if it were not for strong drink they would never be in jail — this Infor- 
mation leads me to say that nine-tfenths of all the crime committed for which 
persons are incarcerated in the jail is directly or indirectly because of the use 
of strong drink. 

My report shows at times more than 500 prisoners in the jail. Having only 
about 300 good cells, you will, therefore, see that more than 200 of these cells 
contain two prisoners. The cells are exceedingly small ; they never were in- 
tended to have more than one prisoner In them. Hence, the crowded condition 
of the jail. 

At least $200,000 would be necessary to extend this jail to an adequate size, 
and to better the sanitary condition of the old part of the jail that now exists. 
However, if it were not for the additional room we need, a very few thousand 
dollars would place the present jail in good condition; and it is my opinion 
that, if it were impossible for this class of i)eople to obtain strong drink, the 
present size of the jail would be more than sufficient for many a year to come. 
If intoxicating drinks could not be bought in this city, it is my opinion that 
several thousand of the worst element of society in the city would leave it, and 
not remain citizens of the District of Columbia ; and the annual cost of this 
jail would be reduced to a fraction of the present expense. 

Hoping that this may cover the items you requested in your note, I am, 
Very respectfully, yours, 

J. H. Habbis, Warden. 



Mr. Webber. These 522 drink places mentioned in Commissioner 
Macfarland's letter pay by way or license fees for the right to exist 
the sum of $416,776 ; against this sum is the following : 

To maintain jail per year (see jailer's letter) $50,000 

To maintain workhouse (see superintendent's letter of workhouse) __ 95,336 

To maintain insane asylum (see superintendent's letter) 275,000 

To maintain police court and criminal courts 885, 175 

Total '- 1, 295, 511 

Subtract 416, 778 

Saloon tax lacks of paying above sum ^ 878, 733 

To this should be added the annual drink bill of the District. The 
saloon men admit that the average gross income per place Is $15 
per day. Assume they do not sell Sundays at that rate the drink 
bill of this District amounts per annum to 2,500,000 

Total amount paid out for drink and crime, the taxpayers have 
to meet 3, 378, 733 

The jailer says that 90 per cent of those in jail got there through 
drink. 

The superintendent of the workhouse says that 95 per cent of those 
under his charge get there through drink. 

The superintendent of the insane asylum says that about half of his 
inmates get there through drink, and in his estimate there should be 
no reduction from the expense, he states, as he only gave the number 
that are there through drink. 

The cost of the police force and criminal courts, we will say, would 
be reduced only one-half by the abolition of the saloons, still, the cost 
of permitting the liquor traffic to go on in the District amounts to a 
sum that staggers one. If the $3,778,733 were divided by two, you 
still have left against the taxpayers $1,689,347. 

Mr. Webber. The next speaker, Mr. Chairman, is Rev. Mr. Doney. 
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STATEMENT OF REV. CARL G. DONEY, REPRESENTING THE ANTI- 
SALOON LEAGUE OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. DoNEY. Gentlemen, I represent the Anti-Saloon League of the 
District of Columbia, a league of affiliated organizations numbering 
between 130 and 140 organizations, with our churches, Sunday schools, 
and fraternal organizations, and such as believe in the abolition oi 
the saloon and in the promotion of moral welfare ; and if Mr. Din- 
widdie is not here to speak for the national organization, I am author- 
ized to represent that as well — an organization that runs its way into 
almost every State and Territory of the Union ; and I am authorized 
to say that the National Anti-Saloon League stands behind this move- 
ment, and you gentlemen will remember what that means. It means 
that the citizenship of the States is interested in the District of Co- 
lumbia. We come here asking you, gentlemen, to report this bill 
favorably, if you will. If not, report the bill, and let us have it out 
upon the floor of the House and of the Senate. 

There are reasons, I should judge, that should govern you in 
reporting the bill. First of all, I thmk you will be governed by the 
fact that you consider that such a law is necessary. Is it necessary 
from reasons economical ? It is needful. From reasons of health it 
is needful. From reasons of efficiency it is needful. We know well 
that the saloon does not begin to pay its way. We know well that, 
however small the amount of alcohol taken into the system, it destroys 
our efficiency for work, and we know well, according to the judgment 
of life insurance actuaries, that a moderate drinker has a less chance 
of life than a teetotaler. 

These are hard facts that every reasonable and intelligent citizen 
agrees to. There is another reason that should govern you in report- 
ing a bill. Do the people want it ? First, I believe the people of the 
District of Columbia want it. [Applause.] One hundred and thirty- 
odd organizations represented in the Anti-Saloon League, representing 
the best citizenship, the strength and the sinews of the District, say 
that they want this bill. The great meeting at the Belasco Theater 
last Sabbath afternoon was evidence that the people of the District 
of Columbia want this bill, and if you will consider the poverty, and 
the crime, and the mere money cost to the people, you will understand 
that we want this bill. 

There is a final reason that should govern you in reporting this bill. 
Is it right ? I believe that God still lives, and you believe that He 
lives, and it is worth our while to consider some of the implications 
that follow from the belief in God. If He is not dead, then He wants 
His children to do right. When ' Illinois proposed to hypothecate 
some of her debts, Douglas, sick as he was, had himself carried into 
the House, and he said, "Gentlemen, I want to introduce a resolu- 
tion," and this was the resolution : " Resolved, that the State of Illi- 
nois do right." And I say to you, men of the committee, resolve that 
we do right. [Applause.] 

Mr. WEBBER. Now we will hear from Reverend Doctor MacLeod, of 
the Presbyterian Church. 

STATEMENT OF B.EV. DONALD C. MACLEOD, FASTOB OF THE FIRST 
FBESBTTEBIAN CHURCH, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. MacLeod. Mr. Chairman and honorable gentlemen: I have 
the honor to appear before you first of all as the representative of the 
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First Presbyterian Church, an institution that has come down 
through all the history of this city, and that worshiped first of all in 
the beginning of its history in the tool house that was used in building 
the United States Capitol; and that in all the history of this capitol 
it has stood for everything that tended for the bfest life and the best 
interests of this citjr. I believe that in the truest sense I represent all 
the Presbyterians in the District of Columbia — numbering 10,000 of 
its best citizens — and the membership also of the Presbyterian 
Church throughout the United States, that has -a membership of 
about 1,200,000. 

Now it is not necessary for me to tell you, gentlemen, the position 
of the Presbyterian Church upon this question. Through its pres- 
byteries and synods and general assembly, through all its history, it 
has made declaration after declaration asserting its unchangeable and 
eternal opposition to this traffic in intoxicating liquors, so that it is 
not necessary for me to say that the Presbyterian Church, not only in 
Washington, but throughout the whole country, is watching with a 
great deal of interest the action that is taken by this committee on the 
Webber bill. 

Now I shall pass from that and occupy the few moments at my dis- 
posal in calling your attention to a few things. My only satisfaction 
m the limit of time given to me is my confidence in the integrity and 
intelligence of this committee. I read in a paper this morning that 
a very elaborate letter was written to the chairman of this committee 
opposing this bill, and the first argument that was used in that letter 
was the principle of personal liberty. 

Now, we will not say that if this bill is passed, or if it is passed by 
the House of Representatives, it will interfere with a certain kind of 
personal liberty ; but I want to emphasize to you, gentlemen, that it 
will interfere with no personal liberties that are granted by the 
United States Constitution, and those are the liberties that you are 
sworn to maintain. [Applause.] 

The United States Supreme Court has declared that no one has any 
inherent right to sell liquor, and that any State legislature may 
restrict it to any degree, or entirely prohibit its manufacture or sale 
within the borders of that State. This is the spirit of the Constitu- 
tion of the United States as interpreted by the Supreme Court in its 
application to personal liberty, and we are only supposed to guarantee 
those liberties that are declared in the United States Constitution, or 
the spirit of it. 

In the same letter we would be given to understand that we are 
advocating something here that is revolutionary in its character. It 
is not so, gentlemen, by any manner of means. Already one-half of 
the territory of this great country of ours has prohibited the sale of 
intoxicating drinks, and 33,000,000 of the population of this country 
at the present time are forbidden to have this liquor dispensed to 
them according to law. Thirty-three millions of the people of the 
United States are under some form of prohibition, and one-half of 
the territory of the United States, according to the best statistics that 
I could gam access to; so that it is not anything revolutionary or 
anything that has not been tried already and found satisfactory, but, 
on the contrary, it is something that is constantly growing in this 
country. 
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Now, gentlemen, the question, as we see it, is whether we are going 
to allow the municipalities of this country and the legislatures of the 
several States to advance along this line of modern reform and then 
that the Federal Government should have the humiliation to come in 
at the tail' end. 

Mr. Olcott. You spoke of prohibition in many of the States as hav- 
ing ben found satisfactory. Have you statistics showing a material 
reduction in the number of jails and poorhouses where prohibition 
has been introduced ? 

Mr. Webber. In Kansas there are thirty-odd jails with nothing in 
them; thirty-odd counties in Kansas where there is nobody in the 
• jails. That is true of Maine, too. 

Mr. MacLeod. In those Territories and in the District of Columbia 
where the Federal Government has absolute control we should try as 
far as we can to give the most sublime example to the whole country, 
instead of hesitating upon these great questions and allowing the 
municipalities and legislatures of the different States throughout the 
country to force us to come in at the tail end of the procession. A 
person does not need to be a prophet to know what the result will be. 
If you will permit me to read an extract from a paper or publication 
in Pittsburg, it will tell you their prophecy, as far as it goes. 
[Reads :] 

The president of the National Retail Liquor Dealers* Association, In his address 
before their convention in Pittsburg, said : " Peer into every city, town, and 
hamlet; tlien read the city ordinances; visit the different legislatures and the 
halls of the Congress of the United States ; consult with your lawmakers, and 
you will be astonished at the combinations arrayed against the traffic that we 
represent. The truth is the enemy is gaining ground rapidly upon us, and we 
are being overpowered by the tremendous forces battling against us." 

There is their prophecy as regards the future, so far as it goes. But 
we are more optimistic still. We believe that the time is not far 
distant when this evil, which is now a paramount evil in the country, 
will be destroyed. The question is, what is the position we will 
occupy as a Federal Government ? Will we lead in this matter or will 
we come in at the tail end of the procession ? [Applause.] 

Mr. Webber. We will now hear from Rev. Weston Bruner, of the 
Baptist churches of the District. 

STATEMENT OF REV. WESTON BRUNER, REPRESENTING THE 
BAPTIST CHURCHES OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Doctor Bruner. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, I 
am very happy in being permitted to come here and represent the 
Baptists of the District of Columbia, numbering about 7,000, and 
likewise the Baptists of the whole United States, representing more 
than 5,000,000 in actual church membership and a population of some 
15,000,000 in the United States. 

We are in favor of this bill that prohibits the saloon in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. We are in favor of it because of reasons that have 
just been stated here on the floor, and we are in favor of it not only 
because of the cost of the liquor traffic to our people and the people 
generally, but also because in itself the liquor traffic is wrong. 

The liquor business is not an inherent right that belongs to these 
people who represent it, and who hire brainy and learned men to come 



10 INTOXICATING LIQUOKS IN DISTBICT OF COLUMBIA. 

here when a bill like this is discussed to oppose it. It is a privilege 
that is granted for a consideration, and that consideration is a cer- 
tain amount of money for a license, and then that grants them the 
privilege to debauch and ruin the homes of the land. These gentle- 
men that represent those interests here this morning, if they are men 
of families and have, for example, a fair girl 16 years old, would they 
set a price on her head ? Or if they have boys that they want to carry 
their names and follow their footsteps, would they be willing for a 
consideration to place a price upon the heads of those boys and give 
the saloon man a chance to destroy them ? I do not believe that they 
would. 

The public is beginning to see that this is the iniquity of the ages, 
and wherever the people have been given a chance in these last few 
years to say that they are in favor of or oppose the saloons, in nine 
cases out of ten they have said, " The saloon shall go." 

I am a Kentuckian ; and Kentucky, with all her faults, I love her 
still. In Kentucky to-day, a State that makes more liquor than any 
other State in the Union, 90 counties out of 119 have what they call 
the local-option law; and here in the District of Columbia, if it 
could be put to a vote of the people, I believe that two out of every 
three would vote that the saloons should go. 

I have the honor to be the pastor of a church here. We have in 
our congregation many workingmen, although we have many men of 
means; but we have a great many workingmen, and those men to 
a man are opposed to the saloons, because the Baptists are all sober 
people. It would not be permitted for a Baptist to be in a church if 
he were engaged in the saloon business or the distilling business. 
We represent a population of 20,000 in the District, and we are 
5,000,000 strong in the United States, and we stand to-day as a 
solid phalanx and say, " Give us a chance to raise our boys and girls 
so that they may be an honor to their country, and an honor to the 
names they bear, and faithful and loyal to their God." 

The times are changing, and we are changing with them. We are 
the cynosure of all eyes. We are in the capital of the greatest coun- 
try in the greatest age the world has ever seen in the universe of God, 
and all eyes are looking upon us ; and I believe it is for us to take the 
lead in this great movement, and not be at the tail end of the pro- 
cession. [Applause.] 

Mr. Webber. We will now hear from the Rev. George W. King. 

STATEMENT OF REV. GEORGE W. KING, REPRESENTING THE METH- 
ODIST CHURCHES OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. King. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, there are 7,000,000 Meth- 
odists in America. There are 40,000 Methodist preachers. There are 
3,000,000 members of the Methodist Episcopal Church, of which I am 
a minister. There are 18,000 pastors in the Methodist Episcopal 
Church, and my belief and knowledge is that this great body of Meth- 
odists are in favor of prohibition everywhere, and of course they are 
in favor of it in the District of Columbia. 

In the city of Washington we have 8,000 members in the Methodist 
Episcopal Church. We have 8,000 Sunday-school people and 2,000 
Epworth Leaguers, and, if we add the adherents to our church, it is 
a conservative estimate to say that there are 25,000 people connected 
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with the Methodist Episcopal Church in the city of Washington ; and 
I stand here this morning representing, I believe in truth and sincer- 
ity, this great body of Methodists throughout the country and in the 
District, and for them I ask you that this bill shall go to the House. 

Now, I wish I had an hour. Just let me read one little statement 
from the Discipline of the Methodist Episcopal Church, that contains 
3,000,000 members and 18,000 pastors. The bishops of this great 
church have said : " It [the liquor traffic] can never be legalized with- 
out sin." Here is a statement [indicating] covering several pages of 
the discipline of our church, committing the whole general confer- 
ence of our church, the legislative body which meets once in four 
years, and which makes laws for the whole denomination — ^here is the 
discipline of our church pronouncing itself absolutely and unquali- 
fiedly in favor of the prohibition of the liquor traffic. 

Now, I would like to go on and say a good deal about the Methodist 
Church in general, and the Methodist Church in Washington particu- 
larly. But I want especially to say this : That I am in favor of this 
bill, not simply as a Methodist and as a preacher, but as a man ; and 
my honest belief is that from the standpoint of political economy 
there is not an argument that any man has ever produced that really 
supports the saloons. Some of the friends on the other side — and I 
feel like saying as Lincoln said about another matter, " With malice 
toward none and charity for all, we propose to press on and aid this 
work " — I would like to say to those gentlemen on the other side, for 
whom we have no personal malice, that I believe in my heart the pro- 
hibition of the liquor traffic ought to be enacted for the sake of the 
men that are in the business, the saloon keepers ; and I would like to 
argue that if I had the time. 

Concerning this personal liberty matter, I took out of the Wash- 
ington Herald, just yesterday, a statement concerning the sale of 
cocaine in the city of Washington, and Major Sylvester is recom- 
mending a change in the pharmacy law so that this iniquitous thing 
can be prohibited more eliectively in the city of Washington. And 
yet these gentlemen tell us that we infringe upon liberty when we 
attempt to prohibit the sale of liquor. 

The Chairman. Congress has acted upon that matter. It has 
passed a law covering that subject. 

Mr. King. Yes. But here is a statement in the paper to the effect 
that there is demand for the passage of a more stringent law. 

Mr. Campbell. The law at present is as stringent as it can be made. 
I prepared the bill myself, and it is absolutely prohibitive, and im- 
poses every penalty that can be imposed for violations of that kind. 
The only question is as to its enforcement. 

Mr. King. I only make the statement for the reason that if we 
have the right to prohibit it, and if you can prohibit cocaine, or the 
sale of it, why not liquor and everything of the same sort ? 

Now, gentlemen, I must close, and I simply want to hand to this 
committee, if I may, an editorial in the Washington Post of a few 
weeks ago on " Dram-drinking and Business." In this editorial I 
will read simply one statement. (Reads :) 

DBAM DBINKING AND BUSINESS. 

The Lehigh VaUey Railroad has served notice on its employees that they must 
be total abstainers from alcoholic drinks or leave the service of that company, 
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and it is quite likely that all the other lines in the United States will adopt tlie 
same rule. It is only cumulative evidence that there are enough sober men in 
the world to do the world's work. There is a mighty change in society since 
Squire Western was a foxhunter. 'i he younger Pitt, while prime minister, made 
those splendid orations when more than half seas over, but he was a genius ; 
and yet the England of to-day would not tolerate "a four-bottle man," even 
though he were all either Pitt was. 

It is the greatest of the evils, this dram drinking. It curbs the will ; it stains 
the character ; it is the advance agent of poverty ; it impairs the intellect ; it 
alienates friends; it humiliates kindred; it eradicates pride. First it exhila- 
rates, then exalts, then banishes responsibility ; but the pendulum swings just 
as far the other way. The debauch is a remorseless creditor, and exacts with 
pitiless extortion the utmost farthing. There is no escape from the debt, and 
it can only be discharged in cash and by prompt payment, the only legal tender — 
regret, remorse, and shame. 

That is the experience of every drunkard, even of the genius, the one man who 
has anything that is a stagger of an excuse for overindulgence in the flowing 
bowl. The world is getting more impatient in this behalf daily. The evil is 
growing less and less, and a time will come, sooner than is expected, when to 
work a man must not impair his mental and physical energies nor bankrupt his 
moral character by drink. 

A drunken oflicer on the field of battle is not more out of place than a drunken 
engineer on a railroad locomotive. A drunken cashier of a bank is as much out 
of place as a drunken doctor in a sick room. A drunken lawyer in a court-house 
Is not more out of place than a drunken statesman in the legislative hall. 

Public opinion will settle the liquor question if left to deal with it in a prac- 
tical way. 

I would like to pass in the entire editorial as part of what I want 
to say; but especially I want to say for the Methodist Church, as a 
man, that I stand here to-day and plead with you men that this bill 
may go where it ought to go, and I sincerely trust it may be 
enacted into law in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. Webber. There are a large number of petitions here, signed by 
a great many people in the District of Columbia, that I want you 

fentlemen to consider, together with others that have just been 
anded in. 

The Chairman. Where are they ? 

Mr. Webber. Quite a number of them have been or will be pre- 
sented to the committee when the opportunity offers. They will be 
presented to the committee with a statement oi what they are. 
The Chairman. Verv well. 
Mr. Webber. We will next introduce Reverend Mr. Power. 

STATEMENT OF BEV. FBEDEBICK D. FOWEB, FASTOB OF THE 
CHBISTIAN CHUBCH, DISTBICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. Power. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, I have been pastor in 
this city for thirty-two years. I was pastor of President Garfield and 
chaplain of the Forty-seventh Confess. I represent a congregation 
of 1,200 men, women, and little children, and a denominational con- 
stituency in the city of at least 4,000. I represent also the Church of 
the Disciples of Christ in this country, with a membership of 1,200,- 
000, and also the Christian Endeavor Society as a trustee of the 
United Society, which has between 3,000,000 and 4,000,000 young 
people enrolled in its membership. 

The great Master said, gentlemen, "A tree is known by its fruits." 
The fruits of this tree are pauperism and crime. No man can show 
one good thing that the saloon has ever produced. I have buried 
dozens of its victims. I have been called to minister to scores of 
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homes that it has beggared. I have to pay my proportion of the taxes 
to maintain the institutions, the jail, the workhouse, the penitentiary, 
the insane asyhim, which the saloon, in large measure, makes neces- 
sary. 

Gentlemen, you talk here about child labor, and you talk well ; but 
where one child suffers from the cotton mills or the glass factories or 
the flax mills, a thousand are injured by the rum mill. 

Gentlemen, you are statesmen. I want to quote to you the words of 
the greatest world's stateman, I think you will concede, of the last 
one hundred years. Mr. Gladstone said before the House of Com- 
mons, speaking of the liquor traffic ; " The liquor traffic has wrought 
more harm than the three historical scourges — war, famine, and pes- 
tilence combined." Gentlemen, you would exercise all your wisdom to 
save this city from the scourge of war. You would appropriate money 
freely and promptly to help this city in time of famine. You would 
take action prompt and positive to aid these people that appeal to you 
in time of pestilence. Gentlemen, an institution which does more 
harm, according to one of the greatest statesmen that ever lived in the 
world's historj^, than war, famine, and pestilence combined, certainly 
calls for drastic action on your part. Let me quote from the words 
of another statesman whom you have all honored this week, keeping 
the 90th anniversary of his lowly birth. Abraham Lincoln said 
(reads) : 

This legalized liquor traffic, as carried on in the saloons and grog shops, Is the 
great tragedy of civilization. The saloon has proved itself to be the greatest 
foe, the most blighting curse that has ever found a home in our modern civiliza- 
tion, and this is the reason why I am a political prohibitionist Prohibition 
brings the desired result. It suppresses the saloon by law. It stamps and 
brands the saloon keeper as a criminal in the sight of God and man. By 
licensing the saloon we feed with one hand the fires of appetite we are striving 
to quench with the other. While this state of things continues, let us know that 
this war Is all our own — both sides of it — until this guilty connivance of our 
own actions shall be withdrawn. I am a prohibitionist because prohibition 
destroys destruction. 

Again listen : 

The liquor traffic is a cancer in society, eating out its vitals and threatening 
destruction, and all attempts to regulate It will aggravate the evil. There 
must be no attempts to regulate the cancer ; it must be eradicated ; not a root 
must be left behind, for until this is done all classes must continue in danger of 
becoming victims of strong drink. 

I thank you, gentlemen. 

The Chairman. Mr. Webber, you have ten minutes. Do you wish 
to use it now ? 

Mr. Webber. That does not take up the time since we started, Mr. 
Chairman. 

The Chairman. We started at 10.30 o'clock exactly. It is now 
11.06. 

Mr. Webber. We will call on Rev. David L. Blakemore, of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church. 

STATEMENT OF KEV. DAVID Ii. BLAKEMOB, BEFBESENTING 
THE METHODIST EPISCOPAL CHURCH SOUTH, DISTRICT OF 
COLUMBIA. 

Mr. Blakemore. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, 
I represent the Methodist Episcopal Church South in the District of 
Columbia. Our preachers' meeting in Washington and vicinity 
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passed unanimous and hearty resolutions in favor of this bill, and 
our preachers' meeting represents a constituency of about 4,000. I 
think I can speak for the Methodist Episcopal Church South, which 
covers a large territory in the southland, where this question is a 
burning question and forging ahead. 

Mr. Webber. Now we will hear from Mrs. Smith, president of the 
District Women's Christian Temperance Union organizations. 

STATEMENT OF MRS. CLINTON SMITH, PRESIDENT OF THE WO- 
MEN'S CHRISTIAN TEMPERANCE UNION OF THE DISTRICT OF 
COLUMBIA. 

Mrs. Smith. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, I am the only white 
ribboner who will speak here to-daj^, and I am proud to be here ad- 
dressing this committee. My constituency, 1,000 paid up members, 
bona fide residents of the District of Columbia, are all for this bill. 
Many of them are pacing the hall and corridors of Congress to-day, 
and their hearts are with us. They all want you to report this bill to 
the House. We want you to report it to-day, before this meeting ad- 
journs. [Laughter.] We want you to report it to-day. That is our 
united petition. 

I have lived under prohibition for forty years, and I know that 
prohibition prohibits very well in a prohibition State, as well as 
other laws. I have lived in the District of Columbia fifteen years 
under license, and I know that the prohibitory law under which I 
lived was better enforced than the license law of the District of 
Columbia. [Applause.] I have seen the works of this law in the 
District of Columbia and the works of the prohibitory law in my 
State, and I solemnly declare the latter is better enforced. It is not 
a solemn farce, such as the license law is here in the District of 
Columbia. The liquor traffic enervates everything it touches. Our 
excise board and other officers become weak and enervated, giving up 
and yielding to the demands of the liquor traffic. [Applause.] 

Mr. Webber. Mr. Vanmater, of the Rechabites, will now be heard. 

STATEMENT OF MR. W. C. VANMATER, REPRESENTING THE 
INDEPENDENT ORDER OF RECHABITES. 

Mr. Vanmater. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, I 
have been directed by the high chief ruler of the Independent Order 
of Rechabites, the oldest temperance order in North America, to 
earnestly appeal to you gentlemen for a favorable report on the 
Webber bill pending before this committee. 

I am well aware that there is opposition to this bill, as you know 
that no bill comes before a legislative body without opposition. They 
tell you that a prohibition law does not prohibit. Ir that be the case, 
why is there not whisky sold in the Capitol building of the Govern- 
ment? If that be the case, why is there an appeal made for the 
canteens of the Army, from which it has been prohibited ? If that be 
the case, why is not whisky sold in the Soldiers^ Home of the District ? 
The Congress of the United States has passed a bill prohibiting the 
sale of it within a mile of the Soldiers' Home. 

They tell you, gentlemen, that you interfere with the personal 
rights of men when you prohibit the sale of whisky in the Soldiers' 
Home, and within one small Soldiers' Home. Did you not then and 
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there take the personal right away from the inmates of that Hornet 
And you must remember that in doing that you only took the right 
away from them, and there were no children to suffer from their 
acts. It was only a personal act of their own. But when you pro- 
hibit it in the District of Columbia, the men who use it to a sufficient 
point to make their homes miserable, break the hearts of their wives, 
and destroy the lives of their children — ^yea, I say, gentlemen, those 
who commit a sin against unborn children — is it not a time when 
you should prohibit those men and take from them their so-called 
personal right and let the generation that is coming up, that will rule 
the Congress of the United States and all the branches of the Gov- 
ernment, be men of sound mind, not polluted by the use of that 
which destroys not only the mind, but destroys the soul ? 

Mr. Webber. Rev. Z. H. Copp, representing the Good Citizenship 
Committee — is he present? He does not answer, and so I will call 
on Rev. C. F. Winbigler, representing the Prohibition Crusaders. 

STATEMENT OF BEV. C. F. WINBIGLER, REPRESENTING THE PRO- 
HIBITION CRUSADERS OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. WiNBiGi^R. I have the privilege this morning, gentlemen, to 
speak in behalf of the Crusaders of this District, the Prohibition Cru- 
saders, who comprise over 900 members . They are in favor of the pro- 
hibition of the liquor traffic, because they believe that saloons are not 
necessary, that they have never done any good, and that it is an ille- 
gitimate business, and that it comes counter to and antagonizes every 
le^timate business in the District of Columbia. 

We hope that you will report this bill to the House, and we hope 
earnestly indeed that the House will pass it, as well as the Senate, so 
that we shall be rid of this incubus and this parasite on the body 
politic of this country. 

Mr. Webber. We will now hear from Mr. Shoemaker, representing 
the Good Templars. 

STATEMENT OF MR. ALBERT E. SHOEMAKER, REPRESENTING THE 
GOOD TEMPLARS OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. Shoemaker. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, I have the honor 
to speak for the Good Templars of this country and of this city. 
There are many thousands of them. All of them are against the 
liquor traffic. I think that every Good Templar in the District of 
Columbia, with possibly one or two exceptions, speak for the passage 
of this bill. 

I have but little time to talk to you, but I want to insert in the 
record, if possible, a statement from a legal publication of the State 
of West Virginia, " The Bar " — a statement as to the conditions in 
the counties of West Virginia, a comparative statement as evidenced 
by the inmates of the penitentiary of that State. 

I am reminded that I also represent the Anti-Saloon League of the 
District of Columbia ; and in that connection I want to say that the 
conditions in this city ar^ not what so many of us think they are. I 
want to say to you that the law we have now, in my judgment, is in 
the nature of a farce. It is said that the people can help themselves ; 
that they have local option here ; that they can get rid of a saloon any- 
where in the city if they want to get rid of it. But ever since this 
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law was passed in 1893 there has been but one saloon closed by the 
operation of that law. In other words, every saloon keeper, when he 
gets in a neighborhood, intrenches himself in some way. He is bright ; 
he looks after his own interests ; and I have in my mind a case in the 
northwest section of this city of a saloon that has been established 
there for many years ; it is now in a neighborhood of splendid resi- 
dences, with two United States Senators living in the neighborhood, 
and a beautiful school erected near by. 

The Chairman. What location is that? 

Mr. Shoemaker. Nineteenth and T streets. 

Mr. Sims. If it is a good business 

The Chairman. That should go. 

Mr. Sims. If it is a good business why not let it go on ? 

Mr. Shoemaker. The majority of the property owners say " Let it 
go," and they have been saying so for several years; but that saloon 
IS there to-day. 

A Lady Bystander. Tell about trying to close one up on protest, 
and permitting it to open a door on another street. 

Mr. Shoemaker. I have not time for this, I know, but under our 
law we now have a saloon on a street where the people protested 
against it, and the majority of the householders are against it, and 
they have said so to the excise board. In this instance two streets 
come together at a point and the saloon keeper encountered opposition 
on the street upon which the entrance was. All he had to do w^as to 
move his door two feet around the corner ; and that is in defiance of 
the spirit of the law and the sentiment of the people. There is a case 
of that kind on Washington circle. 

The Chairman. Is not that a point as to the discretion of the excise 
board ? Is it not a technical violation of law ? 

Mr. Shoemaker. Yes. 

The Chairman. I agree with you personally. I have seen it my- 
self in my efforts to look into this matter. 

Mr. Campbell. The excise law as it is now is violated right along ? 

Mr. Shoemaker. Yes; in some particulars the law is violated. 
The evident intention of Congress has not been carried out. 

Mr. Taylor. The law is weak. 

Mr. Shoemaker. Yes; the law is weak. The spirit of the law, at 
least, is violated. 

The Chairman. He has one door where he gets out on the Govern- 
ment reservation? 

Mr. Shoemaker. Yes. He closed the door on Pennsylvania 
avenue and opened one 2 feet around the corner, fronting a reserva- 
tion, and no consent signatures were necessary, except that of the 
owner of the building in which the saloon was located. 

The Chairman. It is a technical violation of the spirit of the law ? 

Mr. Shoemaker. Yes. 

Mr. Sims. Is there no law here to prohibit opening saloons on Gov- 
ernment reservations? 

Mr. Shoemaker. No, sir. 

The Chairman. The saloon is not on the Government reservation, 
but the door opens out on the Government reservation. 

Mr. Sims. It faces it? 

Mr. Shoemaker. Yes. 

(Filed by Mr. Albert E. Shoemaker:) 



INTOXICATING LIQU0E8 IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 17 

SUGGESTIVE FIGUBES. 

There are some very suggestive figures in the report of C. C. Haddox, the 
warden of our State penitentiary. We take from the report the following : 

The ratio of convicts in 1890 was 1 to 2,560 of population; in 1900, 1 to 
each 2,018 of population, and in 1906 is estimated to be 1 to each 1,338 of 
population. These ratios are not particularly valuable, -however, for the reason 
that they are made to apply to the whole State, whereas the bulk of the con- 
vict population is obtained from a few counties. The ratio of convicts to the 
total population of Nicholas County (no license) is 1 to each 6,500 of popula- 
tion, while its neighbor county of Fayette (license) is 1 to each 277 of popula- 
tion. The ratio in Preston County is 1 to each 8,330 population, while in 
McDowell County it is 1 to each 233. In Barbour the ratio is 1 to 18,000, while 
in Mercer it is 1 to 605. 

The population of the five counties furnishing over one-half of the criminal 
population was 139,812. The population of the other fifty counties furnishing 
less than half the criminals was 818,988. 

Of the 828 State convicts Fayette County contributed 130 ; McDowell County, 
107 ; Kanawha County, 95 ; Mercer County, 43, and Mingo County, 40, or a 
total for the five counties of 415, against a total of 413 from the other fifty 
counties of the State. 

The counties of Barbour, Doddridge, Hancock, Hardy, Jackson, Jefferson, 
Monroe, Morgan, Nicholas, Preston, Pleasants, Taylor, and Webster combined 
furnished but 20 convicts, or just one-half of what Mingo County alone fur- 
nished. 

The population of these thirteen counties in 1900 was 169,600, while the 
iwpulation of Mingo County at the last census was but 11,359, or one-fifteenth 
as much. 

Fully 80 per cent of the crimes committed in these regions are murder and 
kindred crimes, the direct result of the indiscriminate, unregulated sale of 
adulterated liquors and cocaine, coupled with an equally unregulated and un- 
restrained sale and use of firearms. The fair name of West Virginia is thus 
unnecessarily besmirched and her criminal population unduly augmented. 

The population of Nebraska was practically the same as or greater than 
West Virginia at the last census, but her convict population is but 330, against 
our convict population of 828. 

Out of an appropriation for criminal charges of $150,000 for 1903 these five 
counties absorbed $62,159.22, and from the appropriation of $130,00 for 1904 
they obtained $68,254.37. 

Mr. Webber. We will now hear from Edward Tarring, of the 
Christian Endeavor Society. 



STATEMENT OF MB. EDWARD TABBING, BEPBESENTING THE 
CHBISTIAN ENDEAVOB UNION OF THE DISTBICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. Tarring. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen 

The Chairman. Mr. Webber, the time of your side has expired. 

Mr. Tarring. I am president of the District Endeavor Union, rep- 
resenting over 100 different societies, comprising 8 denominations 
and over 6,000 or 7,000 young people, such as myself. [Laughter.] 
We come here and ask you and beg of you to present this bill, because 
we want you to do it. Incidentally, 1 am in the insurance business, 
and my company, the Penn Mutual Life Insurance Company, of 
Philadelphia, will not under any circumstances take a man who sells 
liquor or a bar tender. They are in the same class as a locomotive 
fireman and brakeman. They are absolutely prohibited. 

Mr. Webber. I will now introduce Mr. William A. Hickey. 
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STATEMENT OF MB. WILLIAM A. HICKEY, BEFBESENTING THS 
CATHOLIC TOTAL ABSTINENCE UNION, DISTBICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. HicKEY. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, I am secretary of the 
Catholic Total Abstinence Union. We are the youngest organiza- 
tion in temperance work in the District of Columbia. In one year 
we have aligned 300 men and women, communicants of our church, in 
this great movement, and we stand here and act concertedly with 
our affiliated members of the Christian churches, and act with the 
lay members of the church in their opposition to the liquor traffic and 
in alignment with the friends of the Webber bill. 

Mr. Webber. Rev. C. O. Isaacs has some resolutions and letters 
which he desires to file — one resolution passed by the Anacostia Men's 
Club, of the Anacostia Methodist Episcopal Church, and one by the 
Epworth League, of the Metropolitan Memorial M. E. Church, and 
others, strongly favoring the enactment of the Webber bill. 

The Chairman. I want to lay before the committee a letter signed 
by Mr. Simon Wolf [submitting following] : 

Washington, D. C, February 12, 1907. 
Hon. J. W. Babcock, M. C, Waahingtony D, C, 

My Deab Mb. Babcock : I have been made aware of the fact that on Thursday 
next, in the room of the District Committee at the Capitol, there is to be a hear- 
ing of the Webber bill. As it is barely possible that 1 shall be prevented from 
being present. I take the liberty of bringing to your and the committee's atten- 
tion the following ideas which I have on the subject to be discussed before you : 

First. As an American citizen I protest against the infringement of my per- 
sonal and those of my fellow-citizens of the District. 

Second. There is no reason in the world why this law should be enacted 
against the well-known wishes of a majority of the citizens of the District; 
and if the proponents of the legislation doubt this statement, I ask you to report 
the bill and rush it through Congress, to the effect that the citizens of the 
District of Columbia shall have a chance of voting for or against prohibition, 
and in that measure inhibit the clerks of the Departments from voting, as they 
are citizens, to a large extent, of the respective States of the Union, and vote 
on State and national occasions in those States; and therefore it would be 
objectionable to permit them to have a voice in the government of the District. 

Third. The experience had in the States of Maine, Iowa, and Kansas is so 
overwhelmingly against prohibition, that " he who runs may read." In one 
State the population has decreased. The number of children attending public 
school has also decreased. In another, crime has been on the increase and the 
purchase of liquor is easier than it was when regulated by law. In other words, 
prohibition does not prohibit. 

Fourth. One of the best illustrations as to the foolishness of legislation of this 
character is evidenced by the abolition of the army canteen. It is a well-known 
and irrefutable fact that that legislation was brought about mainly by the 
liquor dealers themselves, adjacent to the army posts, they being well aware 
that the abolition of the canteen would bring about the very condition that has 
since disgraced our Army records. Riots and disorder have followed close upon 
this abolition, and the now notorious Brownsville trouble, is traceable to the abo- 
lition of the army canteen, proving conclusively that when legislators attempt to 
legislate virtue into the average human being, that instead of accomplishing the 
desired object, produce vice and crime; and the passage of any restricting 
measure in the District of Columbia would have the same result. 

Fifth. What better legislation could be had for an intelligent community than 
that which we already enjoy and have lived under for many years? Local option 
obtains in the District of Columbia. No one can be licensed to sell liquor unless 
they have the indorsements and approval of a majority of the property owners 
and residents on the given square ; and if any of these licensed dealers should so 
far forget themselves as to violate the law, that same majority can undo its act. 
It certainly seems most reasonable and judicious to any sane American that 
this is ample protection in all directions. 
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Sixth. The experience of every community has proven that what is needed to 
prevent excesses is education. Not alone the education of the mind, but the 
education of those physical wants which constitute the ordinary means of living. 
In other words, to be temperate, not only in eating and drinking, but in judg- 
ment, and not to be intemperate in any one direction. It does not necessarily 
follow that because people do not drink, that they are by virtue of that omission, 
virtuous or intelligent. The worst crimes known to history have been committed 
by nations that by force of religion and rearing never drink ; and the greatest 
acts of heroism and moral accomplishment have been performed by those who 
have in a moderate manner enjoyed those things which God and nature provided 
for them. 

Seventh. Why is it that the Jews, who have been for centuries persecuted and 
hounded from pillar to post, which ordinarily is made an excuse for drinking, 
have been the greatest apostles of temperance, not of total abstemiousness, not 
of prohibition, but of enjoying in a moderate degree all those things which are 
provided for the sustenance of our existence? It would be a most lamentable 
admission to the whole world to prohibit in the District of Columbia, at the 
nation's capital, that which is regarded as one of the essentials of social life. 
Have these good friends, who, actuated no doubt by sincere purposes, though 
hampered by imperfect judgment, forgotten the lesson that our American citi- 
zens have brought back with them from Europe, to the extent of having been 
made aware that there is scarcely a drunkard in any of the European countries ; 
that men and women and children commingle together in the places of enjoyment 
where they hear music and song, and drink their light wines and beer, discussing 
national and local issues, and dissipation is as foreign to their purposes as the 
moon? If legislation could prohibit the treating system; and the standing up in 
front of a bar and pouring down a half dozen drinks at a time, there might be 
some sense and purpose in such prohibition, for that class of imbibing is purely 
American. I remember the late Vice-President Henry Wilson, of the United 
States, told me after returning from a trip to Europe that he had all his life 
been a total abstainer and an advocate of prohibition, but that since he had 
made a tour of Europe he was completely converted, and felt confident that if 
the American people could be educated to drink in a moderate, sensible way 
that it would be a blessing instead of a curse. 

Eighth. Finally, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, I once more 
urge upon you to disregard all questions of sentiment. They belong to the home 
and to the church. There is where education is to be inculcated ; there is where 
the moral lessons are to be received and promulgated. This question of pro- 
hibition Ife one of practical utility. Men can not be restricted by law. They 
can be punished by law. The best of us are nothing more or less than children 
in revolt against an imposition on the part of anyone. The citizens of the 
District of Columbia happen to be most unfortunately situated. They have no 
voice in their government; while recognizing the admirable qualities of the 
Commissioners, and recognizing the integrity of their administration, neverthe- 
less they fret and fume under the misfortune of being nobodies in the adminis- 
tration of their own affairs. The Government of the United States is formed on 
universal suffrage, and our community should be permitted to exercise that 
priceless boon and privilege, and as I have already said, if this question of 
prohibition is so paramount, then let the majority of our citizens decide, and 
whatever that majority declare the minority will bow in acquiescence, and no 
one will regard it with more respect than myself, as I believe in a government 
of the majority, and if that majority is wrong, dictatorial, and unwise in its 
legislation then it behooves the minority to begin a campaign of education to 
overthrow the majority. Do not, Mr. Chairman, experiment with the social 
rights of the citizens of the District of Columbia any further. We have time 
and again suffered under the imposition on the plea of paying but one-half the 
taxes. I, for one, would rather pay all, to be free and unhampered in my 
judgment and opinions, than to be made the suppliant slave of those who would 
impose burdens on the plea of conferring benefits. 

Yours, very sincerely, Simon Wolf. 

Mr. Webber. I would like to have the Central Union Mission re- 
corded in favor of the Webber bill, represented here by Rev. Richard 
Biedel. 

We will now hear from Mr. A. M. Brown. 
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STATEMENT OF MB. A. M. BBOWN. 

Mr. Brown. Mr. Chairman, as a representative of the First Univer- 
salist Church of Washington and also a representative of the Temper- 
ance Crusaders of this city, the direct statement is made that our 
societies are units on prohibition and all degrading influences and 
associations. 

We desire prohibition for the District of Columbia. We desire 
conditions measuring up to the highest and the best in the land. 
Those best conditions do not obtain in saloon territory. Those better 
conditions do not crop out about the saloon or emanate and mature in 
the barroom. 

We desire conditions with the least disturbing influences. We de- 
sire conditions that do not beget candidates for jails and peniten- 
tiaries, and poorhouses and police courts. Such conditions are the 
inevitable results of saloon occupation. Prohibition will cure the 
cause. 

A drunken man on the streets of this city is liable to arrest and pun- 
ishment, but the man who made him drunk, in a slip of justice, goes 
free, to repeat the process indefinitely, through the agency of the city 
government, for a price. 

That man has paid $800 per j^ear for the privilege of furnishing' 
subjects for the jails, the penitentiaries, the poorhouses, and the police 
courts of the city government. Every $800 the District government 
receives for a saloon license costs that government more than $1,600 
to care for the exhibits the saloon produces in its legalized work of 
pauperizing humanity. 

A careful statistician has made this undisputed statement: "The 
District government paid $398,310 more for police protection than it 
receives from its saloons." 

The widows and orphans of the drunkards' homes are appealing to 
Ood and to you for relief, by removing the saloon, the cause of their 
distress. 

You know, and I know, and God knows that the saloon is respon- 
sible for nine-tenths of the crime and misery and disorder on record 
in this city, and nearly the other tenth also. 

The Webber bill, mentally, morally, and physically, individually 
and collectively, assures our people of the gilt-edged conditions it rep- 
resents for the people of the District of Columbia on prohibition. 

The fate of the Webber bill lies in the hands of your honorable 
committee. 

The ounce of prevention, in prohibition for the District of Colum- 
bia, is worth more than all the gall represented in the pounds of cure, 
in the jails and penitentiaries, and police court sentences for crime. 

Shut oflF the cause and the eflFect will be wanting. The people of 
Washington are aroused as never before on this question of personal 
rights, and home protection from the results of saloon influence. 

Personal knowledge of these depraved conditions dates back to 1849 
in this city, and the conditions still continue unabated. 

Reason and justice and individual rights are paramount condi- 
tions which the saloon tends to obliterate and destroy. 

The God-fearing W. C. T. U., the church, the clergy, and the pro- 
gressive instincts of self-preservation all stand for prohibition. 
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That this Committee on the District of Columbia will advance the 
Webbed bill to the floor of the House, that Congress may determine 
its merits on the basis of a better as well as a greater Washington, is 
the prayer of your petitioners confidently expressed. 

STATEMENT OF MB. BOBEBT CBAIN, GENEBAL COtJNSEL FOB THE 
tJNITED STATES BBEWEBS' ASSOCIATION. 

Mr. Crain. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, as gen- 
eral counsel for the United States Brewers' Association, an associa- 
tion that comprises the brewers of this country, I desire only to enter 
a protest against the passage of this bill. 

Of course, any discussion of the great questions involved in prohi- 
bition would be altogether out of the question in a five or ten minutes' 
speech. We have nothing to say against our friends — good friends, 
good women and good men — ^who think they are doing a good work. 
I never attended one of these meetings without feeling a real sym- 
pathy for them. [Laughter.] They have been engaged in this work 
for a hundred years, and at the end of that period of time they have 
brought about a worse condition of affairs than existed at the com- 
mencement of the battle which they have attempted to wage. 

When we consider that this prohibition question has been thought- 
fully studied by the most thoughtful men of this world, including the 
men of America, and that those thoughtful students of philosophy and 
of the times and of the conditions have reached one single conclusion, 
and that conclusion in direct opposition to that of our good friends 
and all that they represent here to-day, we feel that they ought at 
least at this time to awaken to a sense that the fight in which they 
have been engaged is absolutely the wrong way to accomplish a good 
purpose. 

I can not take up the five minutes of time at my disposal in any 
discussion of the large prohibition questions. I desire, however, 
to read one or two lines from one or two of the most thoughtful men 
in this country, well known, I suppose, to our friends representing 
all the different churches, known to our friends of the temperance 
cause, including the ladies as well — men who have given the best 
years of their lives to the study of this question; and I will let them 
speak regarding their views as to what the Prohibition party has 
accomplished in American politics. 

Mr. Sims. Let me ask you a question on the bill. If this bill is 
passed do you think it will decrease the consumption of beer in the 
District of Columbia ? 

Mr. Crain. I believe it will. 

Mr. Sims. Then it will be a success to that extent? 

Mr. Crain. Not at all. I want to say to my learned friend that 
from the time Alexander Hamilton entered the Cabinet of George 
Washington down to the present day, figures and facts and investi- 
gations the world over have shown that beer has been hurtful to no 
man or no woman in any part of the civilized world. [Derisive 
laughter.] 

Mr. Kline. Beer moderately used. I believe that is a fact. 

Mr. Crain. Oh, as for this laughing, there were those who laughed 
while Rome burned, but the city was destroyed. These things are 
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facts; these things are the living facts, as proved by statistics in every 
civilized country on this earth. 

This question has been investigated by a body of men who, for 
intelligence, inte^ity, and high character never were excelled in 
America in the investigation of any question. I refer to what is 
known as the Committee of Fifty. Seth Low, of New York, the 
president of Princeton, the president of Yale, the presidents of all 
the great institutions of learning in this country made an investiga- 
tion, and that investigation shows absolutely that the contention of 
our friends here to-day is wrong. I suppose our friends have heard 
of the Rev. Dr. Lyman Abbott — ^Lyman Abbott — student, philoso- 
pher, orator, scholar, investigator, without one breath of suspicion 
against his high motives ; one of the ablest preachers that this country 
or any other country ever produced ; one of the greatest of American 
scholars. 

You will recollect that when Lyman Abbott started an investigation 
of this problem for the purpose of doing a monumental service and 
finding out the best way to meet the very difficulties which our 
friends here to-day are endeavoring to meet; after an investigation 
extending from year to year, with all the brilliancy of his intellect 
exerted in the arduous task which he had assumed, he reached the 
conclusion that the prohibition laws of this country were a farce, and 
that they were a disgrace, and that they ought not to be put on any 
statute books in any State in the American LTnion. 

Now let me say to you what Doctor Potter — Bishop Potter — ^the 
Right Rev. Henry C. Potter — ^says [derisive laughter, hisses, and ap- 
plause] 

The Chairman. Ladies and gentlemen I insist that order shall be 
preserved. 

Bishop Henry C. Potter [laughter]. Let the ladies laugh if they 
wish; I do not object to it, for it only shows the weakness of their 
cause. Bishop Potter! Who laughs at Bishop Potter? Where is 
the intellect; where is the mind; where is the thought; where is the 
brain — stand up and show yourself — and then look at the picture of 
Henry C. Potter, the greatest bishop the Episcopal Church of this 
country ever had. Who laughs ! Ah, who laughs ! Bishop Potter 
said, in a letter to Doctor Abbott (in the Outlook of March 11, 1889) : 

It is the old situation — as old as the religion of Jesus Christ — with the 
Scribes and the Pharisee, on the one hand; the Sadducees on the other, and 
over and against them the truth. 

No more perfect reproduction of the first named has appeared in our day than 
the Prohibitionists — et id omne genus — arrogant, denunciatory, ignorant, unscru- 
pulous, and untruthful, holding one meager fragment of truth to their eyes, and 
denying great and fundamental facts in human nature, in their futile and fool- 
ish endeavor to remedy the perversion of human instincts by extirpating them. 
The grotesque hyprocrisy of prohibition system, from Maine to Kansas, is a sutB- 
cient commentary upon their theories. Meantime, the endeavor of wiser men 
and women to better the condition — the homes, the domestic life, the recrea- 
tions — of their less-favored brethren go untouched of these fit successors of 
those to whom Jesus said : " Woe unto you. Scribes and Pharisees, hypocrites, 
for ye bind heavy burdens upon men's shoulders and grievous to be borne, and 
ye yourselves will not touch them with the tips of your fingers." 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it is facts that talk, not insinuation, not hand 
clapping, not the wearing of blue ribbons, but the naked, naked facts 
coming down in the statements that have been made for more than 
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fifty years and which show that prohibition is the greatest farce, and 
has brought more curse upon the State of Maine than any other State 
in this union has suffered through the sale of liquor. Poor Neal Dow 
said just a week before he died and after having fought for prohibi- 
tion for fifty years : " My fellow-citizens of Maine, I nave fought the 
wrong battle and I wish I could turn back again." 

A Bystander. Have you authority for that? 

Mr. Grain. Yes ; it is written down. 

A Bystander. Have you authority for that? 

Mr. Grain. I havn't ^ot the time, but you gentlemen who know the 
literature of the prohibition question understand that it is true. 

And, Mr. Ghairman, it is the same thing in Kansas; it is the same 
thing in Iowa. And take that beautiful section of the South, which 
is historic in all of its antecedents. Some of those States have passed 
upon this great question, and they have almost procured prohibition. 
In the State of Kentucky and in the State of Tennessee, and many of 
the other States 

Mr. Sims. And we are going to stand by it, too. 

Mr. Grain. No you won't ; no you won't. You are too young and 
a man of too much ability not to turn back when you see the error of 
your way. 

Mr. Sims. Ability will not control me, but what is right. 

Mr. Grain. Let me say to you that I have made an investigation 
into the conditions of the South, and I am willing to stand here with 
you to controvert the statement, that since prohioition has partially 
taken hold in the Southern States of this Union, crime and pauperism 
have not been diminished, but the " blind tiger " has 'sprung up, that 
hell hole of the trafiic ; and with the " blind tiger " has come more and 
more of the other crimes which bring shame to the faces of all the 
people. 

Mr. Sims. You speak as one who does not know the facts about 
which you are talking. 

Mr. Grain. My dear friend, I know that is true, because I have 
investigated it. 

Mr. Sims. Your statement as to Tennessee is absoluely untrue. 
[Applause.] 

Mr. Grain. I do not ^^ant to be personal with the gentleman 

Mr. Sims. I know whereof I speak, and I do not think you do. 

Mr. Grain. I have had that investigation made, and the figures do 
not lie. I have heard it stated by no less a man than one of the lead- 
ing Democrats who appeared before the Ways and Means Gommit- 
tee, that those blind tigers in the Southern States have brought about 
the very conditions that I have described. 

Mr. Sims. I want to say that Tennessee morals have improved 
every day since the State closed the saloons ; and a few days ago the 
recent legislature applied the Adams law to every city in the State. 

Mr. Grain. What has been the condition of the blind tigers? 

Mr. Sims. Are the people of that State such fools that they do not 
know their own interests 5 

Mr. Grain. My friend has a great deal of feeling on this matter 
because I speak of conditions in the South. 
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Mr. Sims. My feelings are aroused when I see young men going to 
hell every day in order that some men may make money out of this 
business. [Great applause.] 

Mr. Grain. That is all right, but I tell you that the condition 
of affairs will be changed by the enactment or a prohibition law, and 
you will have to turn back upon all the traditions of this country for 
the last one hundred years. 

Mr. Sims. I want to tell you that if your saloon men and whisky 
makers would not violate the law, the country would get better every 
day. 

Mr. Grain. Now, we might go into this question at ^reat length 
if the time was allowed, but such is not the case, and I will call upon 
our friend who represents the labor unions of this city, Mr. J. L. 
Feeney. 

STATEMENT OF MB. J. L. EEENEY, BEPBESENTING THE CENTBAI. 

LABOB UNION. 

Mr. Feeney. Mr. Ghairman and gentlemen, I am chairman of the 
legislative committee of the Gentral Labor Union, and I am here 
representing the Gentral Labor Union of this city, a body with a 
membership of 80 local unions of 22,000 people. And I vA^ant to say 
also that the 22,000 men, as you all know, are workmen who generally 
are fathers of large families, so that we can safely say tluit we repre- 
sent one- third of the population of the District or Golumbia. 

This matter came before our body, and was debated. After a 
strong debate for and against it, by a unanimous vote we were or- 
dered to appear before this committee and enter a protest against the 
passage of this bill. 

Now, Mr. Ghairman, I am not here to give statistics or to take up 
your time in that way. I want simply to state the views and senti- 
ments of the working people. We believe that they should have 
that liberty, that if they want to take stimulants they may do so, or 
they may leave them alone. I claim, from my little knowledge of 
prohibition, that it does not make any difference, it does not pro- 
hibit. No matter what law you pass regarding the saloons, that does 
not prohibit the sale of driuK. I believe that it was a great mistake 
to abolish the canteen in the Army. I do not know of any law that 
prohibits a man from drinking; and I wish to say that I am a total 
abstainer myself, have been throughout my whole life, never having 
taken a glass of liquor. I have taken considerable pleasure in en- 
deavoring to help men who are addicted to drink; but, Mr. Ghair- 
man, because I do not drink, I do not think it is right to prohibit 
the men from taking a drink when they do not drink to excess. We 
have people in favor of this bill who no doubt go to excess in drink- 
ing coffee, or tea, or in eating, and I do not think that we should 
prohibit that. 

Gonsidering our big population in this city, I do not think there is 
a city in the country with a more strict excise law, nor where the 
liquor dealers more closely observe that law. In nearly every city 
of the country you will find the side door and the other way of get- 
ting in. The liquor dealers of this city, so far as my knowledge goes, 
close their doors tight on Saturday night and do not open them until 
Monday morning. 
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Mr. SiMMS. If liquor is so good for the laboring men, why not 
sell it on Sunday just as well as any other day, and give them an 
opportunity to get it whenever they want it? 

Mr. Feeney. To be frank, I do not think myself that it would do 
a bit of harm to sell it on Sunday if it was not abused. There are 
many people who drink beer with as much moderation as people 
drink tea and coffee. 

Now, in our labor organizations our men do not drink to excess. 
I am also a member of two fraternal organizations of this city — the 
fraternal order of the Eagles and the fraternal order of the Elks — 
and I believe them to be as good as any on the face of the earth. 
They are not drinkers, and they do not drink to excess. I believe 
that this bill, if it is passed, will make violators of law. You can 
not prohibit a man from drinking and from eating. If a weak man 
falls, it is the duty of the people to try to reform that man. 

Mr. Grain. Our next speaker will be Mr. Charles W. Darr, repre- 
senting the Retail Liquor Dealers' Association. 

STATEMENT OF MB. CHABLES W. DAUB. 

Mr. Darr. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, I do not care to use up 
but very little of the time that is left. 

I am a member of the bar of the District of Columbia, and while 
I had intended to address myself generally to this proposition, I 
feel it my duty to reply particularly to Mr. A. E. Shoemaker, who 
is the attorney for the Anti-Saloon League, and who appears before 
the excise board to protect the interests of all these ladies and gen- 
tlemen before that board. 

It is my duty as a member of the bar of the District of Columbia 
to appear before that board, and I want to say to you that there never 
was, and there never will be in any community in the United States, 
a board with so much power, so much discretion, and composed of 
gentlemen of so high character or reputation as the excise board 
of the District of Columbia to-day. I have personal knowledge of 
the two cases referred to by my friends, the one at Washington circle 
and the one on Nineteenth street. As to the one at Washington cir- 
cle, I happened to represent the proprietor of that establishment be- 
fore the excise board, and I want to say to you positively, and with- 
out fear of contradiction on the part of anybody, that it is absolutely 
untrue, without a color of truth, that the majority of the property 
owners and residents of that street did object to that barroom on the 
corner. It is true, however, that every year when this man proposed 
to have a renewal of his license, the Anti-Saloon League and these 
other kindred societies appeared before the excise board, and, posi- 
tively without any ground whatever, sought to deprive this man of 
his license, and not once in all the time that this man was there did 
they produce a majority of the property owners, and a majority of 
the signers, against his place. 

And I want to say that when he sought to move that door, he did 
it upon my advice, tor this reason : I said to him, " You will be wor- 
ried by these people because they say that they can smell the beer 
from your place clear across the avenue, a distance of 120 feet " — and 
I suggested to him to turn the door around the comer, and then we 
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would see whether they would object on account of the smell, and 
leave no opening on the avenue for it to escape. He turned that door 
around the corner, and there was neither a direct nor a technical vio- 
lation of the law, or anything else, in changing that door. It was his 
right under the law. But wnat is the law ? The law in the District 
of Columbia, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, is such that it is abso- 
lutely unnecessary for this committee or the Congress of the United 
States to take time to change it. We are governed here, so far as the 
excise law is concerned, better than any city in the United States. 
We have local option ; that is what we have — absolute local option — 
in the District of Columbia. No man can open a barroom in a hotel 
or on the street unless he secures the majority of the bona fide resi- 
dents and property owners' written consent. 

Mr. Campbell. How often does he have to get a renewal ? 

Mr. Dark. Once a year — that is, he only has to have the signatures 
once; but it is within the province of the majority of the property 
owners at the beginning oi anj license year to protest against it, and 
if a majority of the property owners — a majority of the residents — 

Erotest, he can not get his license, and the law does not give the excise 
oard any discretion in the matter as to the renewal of the license. 

Mr. Campbell. To what extent of territory ? 

Mr. Darr. On the opposite side, and on the street upon which the 
bar is located. 

Mr. Sims. How far away ? 

Mr. Darr. One block. 

Mr. Sims. On either side ? 

Mr. Darr. On both sides. 
' Mr. Sims. Is the evil of the saloon confined to one block only ? 

Mr. Darr. I am speaking now of the law. 

Now, I say that the evil of no saloons is worse than the evil of the 
regular licensed saloon with the conditions and restrictions placed 
upon it by Congress as under the present law. Further than that, 
don't you believe for a moment that these signatures of property own- 
ers and residents are taken for granted. These signatures are sent 
first to the assessor of the District of Columbia, who checks up the 
property owners to see that the owners of the several lots are on that 
paper as represented. Then it goes to the chief of police, who turns 
it over to a lieutenant of the precinct, whose duty it is to see that 
every signer, either a person or a firm, ratifies the signatures before 
the excise board acts upon it. And does it not seem strange to you, 
gentlemen, with over 500 saloons in the District of Columbia and 
with the important questions that must necessarily be presented to the 
excise board, that my distinguished and learned friend, who devotes 
most of his time to protesting against licenses in 500 cases since this 
law has been in effect, that he can point to but two where he says the 
excise board has not acted properly, and those are the two cases that 
I have referred to — one that I have explained away, and the other it 
is shown — I happened to be present at the hearing on the Nineteenth 
street case. While it was objected to by the property owners, in that 
case there was not a majority of the property owners protesting 
against the keeper of the place. 

The Chairman. I would like to ask if you do not think it would be 
desirable on the part of the excise board to exclude saloons and li- 
censes from that residential part of the city. 
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Mr. Dark. That is matter upon which they have full discretion 
and I do not think I ought to be called upon to say what they 
should do^ 

The Chairman. They have discretion as to the location of a saloon 
if the property owners are unanimous for it. 

Mr Darr. if the property owners are against it they have no dis- 
cretion. 

The Chairman. But if the property owners all sign for it, then 
they can refuse the license ? 

Mr. Darr. Certainly ; absolutely. 

The Chairman. But the question that is brought to my mind is as 
to this particular location. Would you, if a member of the board, 
issue a license for a saloon at that place? 

Mr. Darr. Would you let me answer that at length ? 

The Chairman. Certainly. 

Mr Darr. I would consider, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, all of 
the facts in connection with it. First, the keeper of that place is the 
owner of that property. The keeper of that place was there for 
twenty-five or thirty years conducting that establishment. You and 
I, and all of us, may move there and may have bought property with 
the knowledge that that barroom was there. If we were opposed to 
that, then we should not have gone where that barroom was. We 
should not have bought property there with our eyes open and say : " I 
am coming in. You are a citizen and a taxpayer, but you must go 
out because I am coming in." I say that is not the American idea of 
liberty. If the saloonkeeper was there first, and he is obnoxious to 
me, I ought not to go there expecting that when I go in he shall be 
driven out. 

Mr. Taylor. Would you not think that after the people had moved 
into this block, or into this neighborhood, that the good old American 
idea of the majority ruling should govern ? 

Mr. Darr. The law does say that they shall rule; if they get the 
majority of the signatures, the excise board has no discretion. 

Mr. Taylor. If eveiybody decides to let the saloon stay, then the 
board will let it stay; but if it is decided by the majority of the citi- 
zens there that it shall not stay, then it can not continue. 

Mr. Darr. As I understand that case there was not a majority of 
the property owners against it. 

The Chairman. I will say that Miss Phoebe W. Couzins now desires 
to be heard. 

STATEMENT OF MISS PHOEBE W. COUZINS. 

Miss CotrziNS. Mr. Chairmen and gentlemen of the committee, hav- 
ing met with a serious accident which prevents me from walking, I 
am sorry that I am obliged to sit in your presence. - 

Before I enter upon an extended statement concerning this question, 
let me say to you that I think my thirty years experience on all ques- 
tions that are before you is sufficient reputation that I come here with- 
out any ulterior purposes and hired by no organization. Mr. Bab- 
cock will bear me out in the statement that when I heard of this meet- 
ing to be held here I addressed him a note asking to be heard on the 
merits of the question alone. When the Personal Liberty League 
asked me to say a few words at their meeting last Sunday night I 
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very gladly went to add my word to theirs, although my health is, 
as you know, somewhat precarious. 

I have come in contact with people in public life and I, have seen 
the working of prohibition in the State of Kansas. I come here to 
say a few words this morning in reference to my observations there. 

Three years ago I chanced to be in the Capitol of the United States 
and wandered into the room of the Committee on Judiciary. There 
was under consideration there the Hepburn-DoUiver bill and argu- 
ments were being made against the control by the Federal Govern- 
ment of the liquor traffic in the States. I heard there the argument of 
Mr. Dinwiddie, legislative superintendent of the Anti-Saloon League 
of America, in which he said that three States, Maine, Kansas, and 
North Dakota, had absolute prohibition and that liquor was only 
sold in the drug stores for pharmaceutical purposes. 

It so chanced that that summer I went to Kansas for the benefit of 
my health and remained there one whole year. I observed the work- 
ing of this prohibition law and I observed it from a perfectly imper- 
sonal standpoint. As many of you know, I was for many years an 
advocate of prohibition. My voice has been heard in this Capitol 
for prohibition many years ago. But after a long-continued obser- 
vation I find that it is utterly impracticable in the States and in the 
larger cities. Possibly it may be practicable in the smaller villages 
of the States, but as a proposition in the larger cities it is a complete 
failure, as Mr. Crain stated. 

You have omitted President Eliot's name from the body of dis- 
tinguished men who have investigated this question of prohibition. 
Mr. Eliot, Seth Low, and many other distinguished men who have 
investigated prohibition say that it is utterly impossible. 

In reference to this bill I would like to say, before speaking of my 
experience in the State of Kansas, that I notice section 6 says that if 
this bill is passed as a law by your committee — ^but first I want to say 
also, in protest against my own sex, that every statement that has 
been made in contradiction of these gentlemen who represent the 
churches and other like organizations has been greeted with hisses 
and with condemnatory applause. General Butler once stated that 
there were but two animals that hissed, one a goose and the other a 
snake. I am sorry that my own sex has not sufficient knowledge of 
the dignity of this hearing to prevent them from giving way to that 
very contemptible act of hissing a speaker who does not agree with 
their own views. We are hearing persons whose views are different, 
and all views have a right to be treated respectfully. 

Xow, in regard to this section 6. It says : 

That this act shaU be in lieu of and as a substitute for all existing laws and 
regulations in the District of Columbia in relation to the sale, manufacture, 
furnishing, or giving away of distilled and fermented liquors in said District, 
and all laws, or parts of laws, inconsistent with this act be, and they are hereby, 
repealed. 

I would like to ask, Mr. Chairman, if this repeals the constitutional 
amendment and the interstate commerce law which authorizes and 
permits as a legal trade the manufacture of wine, of beer, and all 
alcoholic liquors, and recognizes them as an article of our commerce 
and trade. Will the Chairman please tell me if this overthrows that 
law, or will have the effect of overthrowing it; or will any member 
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of the committee tell me that? This bill says that it will stop the 
sale, manufacture, furnishing, or giving away of distilled and 
fermented liquors in the District, and I wish to inquire if that affects 
the Constitution of the United States which recognizes the manu- 
facture and sale of wine, beer, and all alcoholic liquors legitimately 
permitted in trade and commerce. 

The Chairman. I think, perhaps, some of the lawyers on the com- 
mittee could answer that question better than I. 

Miss CouziNS. Can Congress violate the Constitution of the United 
States in behalf of the District of Columbia, would be the question 
before you. 

Mr. Taylor. Your idea is as to whether or not the statute would 
change the Constitution? 

Miss CouziNS. Yes. 

Mr. Taylor. That is impossible. The Constitution is the organic 
law of the land. 

Miss CouziNS. Very well, then, 1 see no force in this bill; if you 
can not run contrary to the Constitution of the United States I see 
no force in the bill. 

Mr. Sims. The bill therefore being void you would have no objec- 
tion to it ? 

Miss CouziNS. I have no objection to it in any way, because you can 
not pass it. 

Mr. Sims. Oh, yes, we can pass an unconstitutional measure, but it 
can not be enforced. 

Miss CouziNS. There is another point that I wish to make before I 
speak of Kansas. 

This is a cosmopolitan city. You gentlemen are here as the repre- 
sentatives not only of a great nation, out you invite all the nations of 
the earth to come here as your guests, and as representatives of their 
governments. Most of the European countries recognize the right of 
every individual to a glass of wine, of beer, or of alcoholic liquor. I 
ask you, gentlemen, if you are prepared to insult all of our foreign 
euests by closing up every avenue toward the purchase of a bottle of 
beer or of a glass of wine in direct contravention of all their customs 
and laws which are entitled to our respect and recognition while they 
are our guests ? 

Now, in reference to Iowa, you have had before Congress the 
Hepburn-DoUiver bill, and after the last session of Congress Mr. 
DoUiver appeared in Kansas City while I was there, and in an ad- 
dress on " rublic virtue " said: 

In my judgment we are overestimating the value of legislation as a cure for 
the moral defects of a community. The family itself should shoulder the bur- 
den of moral affairs. They acquit themselves of responsibility by passing an 
act on the subject. For over twenty-five years I fully believed that the way 
to stop drunkenness was to amend the constitution of Iowa. I have concluded 
that what is needed is an amendment to the constitution of the citizen, and have 
abandoned the idea of making men sober by law. 

That is Mr. DoUiver's statement after he had advocated the pas- 
sage of the Hepburn-DoUiver bill. 

Now, gentlemen, as to what I observed in Kansas. While I was 
there I read this in the Kansas City Star. It relates to what is called 
the " pharmaceutical humbug," and its author is Thomas Benton 
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Murdock, a well-known writer, and the editor of the Wichita News. 
He says : 

From the Missouri border to the western confines of Kansas, along every line 
of railway on both sides of the traclc, in the sunflower patches along the right 
of way, in the haymow of every livery stable in every town, in every alley 
and back stairway, in the top drawer of every bureau of every hotel, in the 
eellarway of many homes, can be found the Topeka drug-store bottle. I have 
seen the 4-ounce, the pint, or half-pint bottle. It is the same shape, the same 
greasy, unlovely appearing piece of glassware, which suggests the Topeka 
drug-store stuff — ^the cheapest in the land. 

Mr. Campbell. Thomas Benton Murdock is editor of the Emporia 
Republican. 

Miss CouziNS. I beg pardon, I understand that he was editor of 
the Wichita News. 

Mr. Sims. We are much more interested in the truth of the state- 
ment than the editor. 

Miss CouziNS. Mr. Murdock, with his characteristic intuition, 
presents the real gist of the Kansas liquor question where prohibition 
encourages not only evasion and deceit, but what is even worse, a 
depraved taste. In a little town of 800 inhabitants I have seen porters 
and maids carry out bottles by the hundreds from rooms and stair- 
ways where they have been thrown. Little boys follow men into 
the drug stores with corkscrews, begging the gift of a drink for the 
privilege of uncorking the bottles, to obtain which bottles these men 
have sworn falsely, as having all the diseases of the calendar. The 
schools are invaded with this demon of falsity, and boys were ex- 
pelled during my stay there for drunkenness and inebriety, a condi- 
tion unknown in towns and cities where the license system prevails, 
and where children are protected by the law from illicit drinking. The 
solemnity of an oath is entirely ignored and the foundation stone of 
truth in character is rapidly disintegrating under such conditions. 
I wish to say that the young men who are quartered there and who 
are sent to buy these bottles are held under the law to swear that every 
bottle which they purchase for these gentlemen represents a disease. 
I met one evening a young man from the hotel where I was stopping 
with seven bottles, and I asked him where 'he got them and how he got 
them. He laughingly said that he had sworn that every one of the 
seven bottles represented a disease, one for Bright's disease, one for 
appendicitis, another one for liver complaint, and so on. Thus you see 
that perjury and lying is encouraged by such a system of prohibition 
throughout the State of Kansas. 

It is not possible for me, in the short time that is left, to tell you of 
all the evils which I saw out there where the " joint," the " speakeasy," 
and the " bootleggers " flourish. I have seen more drunkenness in 
that little town than I have ever saw in the State of Missouri where 
I came from and where T was born, more than I ever saw in my own 
native State. 

I am here to represent the German- American Alliance. While in 
Kansas the German-American Alliance was to hold a meeting in 
St. Louis, and I offered my services and went down to speak for that 
organization. But I want to say that the German- American Alliance 
represents 12,000,000 people. They are our best citizens in the State 
of Missouri, and we are greatly indebted to them for the stand they 
took in the hour of peril of. 1861. They are law-abiding, they are 
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temperate, they observe everything that is good in religious life and 
that is necessary in that life. But they also demand their beer, and 
they demand their beer on Sunday. They feel that they have a right 
to it. 

On the 6th of October, 1904, at the World's Fair, in St. Louis, a 
German day was celebrated to mark the contribution to America's 
greatness and development by that splendid body of citizens, the Ger- 
man-American, since the landing of the first colony, and this is what 
the Globe-Democrat, of St. Louis, said: 

That the German ingredient of the American population, besides being the 
most numerous of all the foreign elements of the country's inhabitants, was also 
one of the most valuable ; Germany taking the first place, after Pastorius's set- 
tlement, among all the countries of the world in furnishing immigrants to the 
United States. In peace and war the Germans, whether native or foreign 
born, have ever been the most intelligent, order loving, and patriotic of citizens, 
alw^ays in the front rank on the line of march of expansion, conquering and 
civilizing the wilderness from ocean to ocean. 

With their rich inheritance of blood and brain and brawn from that 
trio of ancestral races, the Vikings, the Teutons, and Germanic tribes 
" who knew no fear, and feared no death " while planting civilization 
in their march of twenty centuries through European morass and 
impenetrable forest, they also were endowed with a like spirit of that 
incomparable ancestry who, when the day's toil was done, gathered 
about the wassail bowl, the drinking horn, or loving cup, to give the 
hand of fellowship and toast in loving kindness, health, and hap- 
piness to all. 

In art, education, literature, poetry, drama, music, and scientific 
investigations, the German race is to the fore. 

At the World's Fair, of 1904, in St. Louis, out of the 2,000 medals 
and premiums offered, the Germans were accorded nearly 1,(^00, while 
to the genius of a young (xerman-American was given the honor of 
the best formula for them all — gold, silver, bronze, and the Roosevelt. 
The German- American deserves to be recognized as the very bone and 
sinew of this country, for they are ready to defend it in every hour of 
peril' and you have no right to say, as we have heard here in this 
meeting and as I have heard repeatedly since I have, become an advo- 
cate of antiprohibition, that they shall not drink wine of they so 
choose; that they shall not take a glass of beer if they like. They 
resist all the evils of inebriety and the disgraceful habits of those who 
drink to excess. T know what the German- Americans are from ex- 
perience. My father for forty years was an official of the city of St. 
Louis, and from 1857 to 1865, or during the war time, was chief of 
police. Efforts were made time and time again to bring about pro- 
hibition, but I can remember that he emphatically condemned them 
all, saying that it was utterly impossible in a large city of cosmopoli- 
tan tendencies to enforce laws of that kind. 

Now I have only one more wor^ to say in conclusion, and that is a 
reference to one of the addresses of Miss Frances Willard, which I 
heard before her death. She stated that it was poverty that created 
intemperance, and not intemperance poverty. 

Mr. Chairman, I have wondered what all of these 17 organizations 
of churches and societies, whose representatives have spoken here this 
morning, have been doing in the District of Columbia to merit the 
condemnation of the President's closest friend, Mr. Jacob Riis, who 
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says that vou have in the city of Washington the worst slum dis- 
tricts in the entire Nation. What have all of these churches and 
organizations been- doing that you present such a front to the world 
as that? And more than that, I disclaim that the thousands who are 
in the insane asylums are the products of the saloon alone. Why, 
gentlemen, every day since I have been here, for two years or more, 
they have been sending to St. Elizabeth's your young men who have 
been sent out to the Philippine Islands to fight in advocacy of your 
own unconstitutional action; and that asylum is full of young men 
whose lives have been destroyed by that act of this Government in the 
Philippine Islands. Two years ago there was a ship came in from the 
Philippine Islands which had the bodies of over 200 young men on 
board. They were buried at Arlington, alongside of the soldiers 
there. But they were men who died not in defense of their country, 
but in violation of the great principles of human liberty. They 
invaded the Philippine Islands and destroyed many of their own 
citizens on the island of Luzon in two years, and this act not only de- 
stroyed the young men who went out there, but the morals and physi- 
cal and mental condition of thousands. So that I deny that upon the 
shoulders of those who drink beer and wine rests the responsibility 
for all the evils that were recited by Mr. Webber. 

I thank you. 

Mr. Grain. Mr. Chairman, there are a number of other gentlemen 
here representing different organizations and parties interested in 
this measure in the District, but of course the time is up and I pre- 
sume the meeting is to be brought to a close. 

Mr. Sims. I will be glad to give these gentlemen all the time they 
want, because it is a matter that we want to know all we can about. 

The Chairman. Mr. Webber, of course you are aware that this 
committee has no authority to sit after 12 o'clock, although, perhaps, 
we sometimes infringe upon the rules of the House. But I would 
suggest that if you want more time to discuss this question it would 
be well to take it now, and if you or Mr. Crain desire to be heard 
further you may continue for twenty minutes, if that is satisfactory. 

Mr. Sims. Yes, ten minutes on each side. 

Mr. Crain. I will call upon Mr. J. C. Leonard, president of the 
Liquor Dealers' Association. 

STATEMENT OF J. C. LEONAKD, PRESIDENT OF THE LIQUOR DEAL- 

EBS' ASSOCIATION. 

Mr. Leonard. Mr. Chairman, in the few minutes granted to me I 
simply want to answer the figures that were brought out by Mr. 
Webber. He stated in regard to maintaining the jail, the work- 
house, and the insane asylum, that the jail costs you $90,365 a year, 
the workhouse over $50,000, your asylum over $250,000, your police 
force over $800,000, and your courts nearly $60,000 a year. Against 
this you have received less than $500,000 iii license fees. 

Now, I do not know whether Mr. Webber thinks that we could do 
away with the jails, the workhouse, and the police force if we passed 
this bill, and if prohibition became a law in the District of Columbia, 
or not. Perhaps those who advocate this bill think that^ but I do not. 

Mr. Webber. I have not claimed it. 

Mr. Leonard. I want to produce figures to show that he is mis- 
taken in his figures. 
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There is nearly $6,000,000 invested in the liquor traffic in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. There are 670 persons, firms, and corporations 
engaged in this business, and the^r occupy 650 places of business 
that will be vacated if this prohibition law is enacted. There are 
2,500 wage-earners employed directly in this traffic in the District of 
Columbia, and they receive in wages nearly $1,625,000. The license 
tax paid annually by this business amounts to $465,000, and not 
$422,000. The persons engaged in this business annually pay on 
realty and in personal taxes over $200,000. The internal revenue 
and customs taxes pay on. this traffic annually over $1^500,000 in the 
District, a tax of $1 on every barrel of beer and $1.10 on every gallon 
of whisk3\ 

Mr. Por. How much fermented liquor do you calculate is sold in 
the city of Washington every year? 

Mr. Leonard. I say that this traffic annually pays $1,500,000 in 
the District. 

Mr. Pou. But I want to know if you have made an estimate of the 
amount of liquor ? 

Mr. Leonard. I have not the figures here, but from that estimate I 
have drawn the conclusion that if $1,500,000 is paid in internal rev- 
enue and customs taxes 

Mr. Sims. But how much is consumed ? 

Mr. Pou. How much do you estimate to be the value of all the 
liquors of every character sold in the city of Washington annually ? 

Mr. Leonard. I am willing to take the figures of Mr. Webber on 
that. He said it was over $2,000,000. I think that is the only thing 
he has underestimated. 

Mr. Sims. What do you think the real amount is; what is your 
view? 

Mr. Leonard. My view is that if there is a dollar paid on every 
barrel of beer into the internal revenue, and $1.10 on every gallon of 
whisky bought by the liquor dealers, that it amounts to $1,500,000 
that is paid into 

Mr. Sims. But what is the value of all that ? 

Mr. Leonard. I haven't got that, but I can furnish it to the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. Crain. How many barrels of beer are sold in the District? 

Mr. Leonard. All this can be learned from the internal revenue 
collector's office. They can tell you every dollar that is received upon 
every barrel of beer. 

Mr. Sims. But what we want to know is what is it costing the 
people of the District of Columbia; what is the drink bill? 

Mr. Leonard. Well, there are all kinds of wines — I brought over 
those figures, and I am telling you the conclusions that I have drawn 
from them. 

Mr. Greene. You have the amount of taxes ; now, how much do the 
people buy during the year? 

Mr. Sims. Yes; the value of the liquor consumed here? 

The Chairman. In other words, what are the receipts of all the 
bars in the District of Columbia, that of the wholesalers and those 
who sell whisky by the bottle; what are the total receipts from the 
sales? 

Mr. Leonard. Over $3,000,000, 1 believe. 
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Mr. Grain. I might say, if you really want information, that it 
will be impossible to make a calculation based upon the revenue from 
the sale or whisky and wines in the several hotels and saloons and 
other places in this city for the reason that, as I understand it, there 
are no statistics taken of the amount of whisky that is sold in the 
several saloons. The only thing that you can go upon is the amount 
of internal-revenue tax that is paid into the District for beer and for 
whisky. Of course, there are thousands of barrels of whisky that 
are brought into this District and sold in the saloons. 

Mr. Sims. Do you not think that at least $5,000,000 would be a 
reasonable estimate of the entire drink bill in the District ? 

Mr. Grain. I have never thought of that, and I would not say. 
If, however, a man was spending his own money I do not know that 
it would be anybody else's business. 

Mr. Sims. We just want to know how much " personal liberty " in 
Washington costs. [Laughter.] 

Mr. Leonard. One-half of the taxes in the District of Golumbia 
is paid by the National Government ; that is, it is appropriated by the 
National Government, and the other is raised by the property owners 
and tax payers of the District. One-half of that is $6,000,000; it is 
$12,000,000 in all. I believe that one-third of the entire revenue of 
the United States is derived from this traffic. It is two hundred and 
odd million dollars. If they pay one-third of that amount into the 
Treasury of the United States, of that $6,000,000 that goes to the 
District government, that certainly must be $2,000,000 more that you 
must add to the $465,000, because the National Government appro- 
priates $6,000,000, and if one-third of the entire revenue of the Gov- 
ernment, or $200,000,000 is derived from the liquor traffic, certainly 
one-third of the $6,000,000 that goes to the District of Columbia, 
which is $2,000,000, is paid into the treasury of the District of 
Columbia. 

The Chairman. As I understand this proposition before the com- 
mittee, it is one of principle, and not one of dollars and cents. The 
question for the committee to consider is whether prohibition is wiser, 
or whether license is the wiser proposition. Do you think that the 
question of dollars and cents ought to enter into it at all? 

Mr. Leonard. I simply wanted to answer Mr. Webber's figures. 
He quoted figures, and I thought we had a right to do the same. 

Now, as to this question of the whole people going to the bow wows 
on account of the drink habit ; it is a very foolish one, to my mind. 
You can walk the streets of Washington and you will see 1,000 sober 
men — yes, 2,000 — where you will see a man under the influence of 
drink ; and when you talk about the boys going to perdition I think 
it is a libel against the boys. 

Mr. Sims. Do you think that $5,000,000 worth of intoxicants will 
not make anybody drunk ? 

Mr. Leonard. I live in a community, and I am a saloon keeper in 
that community. The other day I met a lady, a good friend of mine, 
who has deplored my being in this business. She talked about the 
boys. I said : '' Mistress, can you name one boy who has been ruined 
by my saloon in the eleven years that I have been in the business? 
^ame to me some of these boys that you talk about and that have 
been ruined." She could not name one. And three days afterwards 
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she came and presented four names of boys — in twenty-five years. 
So that this thing is overstated. We are not going to the devil on 
account of the drink habit, and our asylums are not filled from that 
cause. I have talked with men who are physicians in the insane 
asylum, and I have a report here showing that in all the cases during 
the year — 602 admissions during the year — for the eleven different 
diseases caused by alcoholism, there were only 26 admitted out of the 
602 ; and that included those coming from the Philippines, from the 
army posts, from the soldiers' homes, and all those places included. 
Only 26 diseases could be traced in any way to acoholism. It costs 
there $220 to mantain a patient, so that would be about $5,000 a year, 
instead of $250,000, as Mr. Webber stated. So that we are not going 
to the devil. 

Owing to interruptions and the brief time allotted me, Mr. Chair- 
man, I would ask that the statement which I had prepared and in- 
tended to read be put into the record as a part of my remarks. 

I represent the retail liquor dealers of the District of Columbia. 

During: a meeting held in one of the theaters in this city last Sun- 
day evening Mr. Webber, the author of the bill now being consid- 
ered by this committee, stated that when he came to Congress he 
found the District of Columbia without an excise law; that is, the 
so-called excise law now in force permitted liquor to be sold at all 
times to anybody every one of the three hundred and sixty-five days 
in the year. 

The Congressional Directory shows that Mr. Webber came to Con- 
gress two years ago, being victorious over his Prohibitionist oppo- 
nent. The present excise law was enacted over thirteen years ago, 
and it prohibits the sale of liquor on Sunday. I challenge any person 
to name one saloon that is open or does business on Sunday, either 
through its front, side, or back door. 

During his remarks Mr. Webber said : 

I win show you how much more it costs to support your jail, workhouse, 
police, insane asylum, and courts, and compare it with what you receive in 
revenue from saloon keepers. Your jail costs you $90,000 a year, the work- 
house $50,000, your courts $60,000, your police force $800,000, and the hospital 
for the insane $250,000, the drink habit being responsible for at least 90 per 
cent of these expenditures. Against this you receive less than $500,000 reve- 
nue from the saloon keepers. 

I desire to ask Mr. Webber if he really thinks we will be able to 
reduce our expenditures 90 per cent if his bill becomes a law and we 
have prohibition in the District of Columbia? Does he think we 
will be able to get along with 100 policemen? Does he really think 
that crime will be reduced so that there will be little use for jails, 
a workhouse, or an insane asylum? His figures on the insane will 
not bear verification. He states it costs $250,000 a year to care. for 
the insane by reason of the drink habit or alcoholism. There were 
admitted to the insane asylum during the last year 601 patients. 
Only 26 of those patients came under the classification of being due 
in any way to alcoholic excesses or abuse of alcohol. The cost per 
patient is $220 per annum. The cost of these 26 patients was there- 
fore only $5,720. There is quite a difference between this sum and 
his $250,000. How will his other figures bear comparison with facts 
based upon official reports? Has he not made deductions from a 
biased standpoint? 
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Mr. Chairman, those advocating the passage of this bill would 
have you believe that everything is going to the devil on account of 
what they call the drink habit. I believe, and I base mv belief upon 
experience, observation, and comparing notes with my lellow-saloon- 
keepers, that 85 per cent of the male adults in the District of Co- 
lumbia drink either malt, vinous, or alcoholic liquors; that at least 
50,000 men drink whenever they feel like it, and that there are but 
few who drink to excess — certainly not over 5 per cent; then why 
should 95 per cent deprive themselves of their pleasures, who injure 
no one, but simply gratify the appetite bestowed upon them by 
nature without evil consequences to themselves or others — these must 
be sternly disciplined, be deprived of their convivial and innocent 
relaxations so that a few weaklings may be protected against tempta- 
tions which they do not try to resist. The world must be turned gray 
because the color of the rose affects a few degenerates, unhappily; 
because a corporal's guard disport themselves indecently; every jo- 
cund thing forbidden lest Jones or Smith abuse his oj)portunity. 
Thus we have a war of the doctrinaires and the busybodies against 
those who love their private liberties and are capable of en]oying 
themselves in their own way and within the bounds of reason. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I wish to present a few figures. There is 
nearly $6,000,000 capital invested in the liquor business in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia which would be wiped out by this bill. There are 
670 persons or firms engaged in this business. This measure, if it 
should be made a law, would drive them out of business, and would 
leave vacant 670 stores now occupied and paying a large rental. 
There are over 2,500 wageworkers employed in the manufacture and 
sale of liquors in the District of Columbia. This bill would deprive 
them of work and wages to the amount of $1,500,000 annually. 
The estimated amount spent in the different channels of trade by 
those directly engaged in this business is $2,000,000 annually. This 
trafiic pays into the National Treasury, through the Internal-Revenue 
Bureau, upward of $800,000. It pays a license tax of $465,000, and 
real, personal, and other taxes to the amount of $175,000. In round 
numbers the liquor traffic in the District of Coumbia contributes to 
the revenues of the National and District governments $1,440,000 
annually. So that this pays an amount sufficient to not only pay 
90 per cent, but the whole amount expended for jail, workhouse, 
courts, police force, and insane asylum and have $190,000 left over. 

Now, Mr. Webber talks about the enormous drink bill of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia ; he states that the people pay about $2,000,000 for 
liquor every year; that is the one thing he underestimates; they 
spend at least $3,000,000, which means a per capita of about $9.30 of 
the population, or nearly 2^ cents per day; or, say that is divided 
up among the 50,000 who drink, it would mean that those 50,000 pay 
about 16f cents a day for their drinks. Now, I would like to know 
what business it is of myself, Mr. Webber, or any other man, how 
Smith, the carpenter, or Jones, the machinist, Thompson, the clerk, 
or Harris, the member of Congress, spends the money he has earned 
so long as he does not interfere with the rights of others. 

This proposition seems to me ridiculous, that because a few spend 
more than they ought for an article, the right of the many to spend 
their money for that article is questioned. 

Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, I thank you. 
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STATEMENT OF MB. HUGH F. HARVEY. 

Mr. Harvey. I would like to say, Mr. Chairman, that we have a 
men's petition here, ^business men and all over 21 years of age, a peti- 
tion that has been signed against this bill. We would like to have 
this filed and made a part of this hearing. It is signed by men over 
21 years of age, no children, and by no one in cradles, but everybody 
whose name is on this petition is a recognized business or a working 
man in this community. I want to ask you to consider these names 
and put them in the hearings. 

The headings of each of the petitions referred to is as follows : 

MEMORIAL TO CONGRESS. 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

The undersigned wish to enter a respectful but positive protest against the 
enactment of any prohibition law in the District ot Columbia. It is needless to 
assure members of Congress who are honestly awake to the situation that where 
prohibition has been attempted it has been a practical failure. The sale of 
intoxicating liquors may be considered an evil, but practical men know that if 
it is an evil, it is one that may be regulated in some degree, but one that can 
not be entirely wiped out. 

In Washington ^specially, with its cosmopolitan population, white and col- 
ored, prohibition would be the most pitiful sort of a farce. You who know the 
situation know that such a law would not only cause illicit groggeries to flour- 
ish in every section of the city, l)ut would convert half of the low-class popula- 
tion into walking " speak easies," supplying the worst sort of liquor at the 
highest possible prices to the other half of the lower classes. 

Of the taxes paid in Washington, $1,500,000 come from the element that does 
not desire the farce of prohibition foisted on the city. Two-thirds of the citi- 
zens are unalterably opposed to any experiments in prohibition at the expense 
of the city. They have seen such experiments tried elsewhere and seen them 
fail utterly. And their failure is always of a sort to leave the moral condition 
of the population as well as the material welfare of the city at a much lower 
ebb than before such legislation was tried. 

STATEMENT OF JEBE F. McGABTHT. 

Mr. Jere F. McCarthy. As the representative of the bartenders of 
this town I would like to file a resolution against the passage of this 
bill. I want to say that we support 2,300 people, and we have an or- 
ganization of 700 members. We are pretty well satisfied with the 
conditions here, and we want to file our protest against the passage 
of this bill. 

I also have here the Central Labor Union's protest against the en- 
forcement of this bill, I being one of the legislative committee of that 
union, a union with 22,000 representatives of organized labor whom 
the good people seem to be apprehensive about. This labor union 
has unanimously indorsed this resolution, and they represent one- 
third of the people of the District of Columbia. 

The resolutions referred to are as follows : 

[Bar Tender's International Leajfne, affiliated with the American Federation of Labor, headquarters 
905 E street, NW, Washington, D. C] 

Febbuaby 3, 1907. 
At the regulai: meeting of the Bar Tender's League of this city held on the 
above date, the following resolution was unanimously adopted and ordered to be 
presented to the honorable members of the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia at the hearing on the Webber bill February 14, 1907, by the following mem- 
bers of the league : Jere F. McCarthy, Jas. McGilton, T. E. Dailey*; B. V. Walz, 
and H. D. Hay den : 
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RESOLUTION. 

Whereas there is peudiug before the Congress of the United States a bill 
known as II. R. G01(>, introduced by the Hon. A. R. Webber, Congressman from 
Ohio, which proposes " to prohibit the mannfaeture and sale of intoxicating 
liquors hi the District of Columbia," and 

Whereas if this bill is enacted into law it will deprive the 700 members of the 
Bar Tender's League of this city (who are now affliated with the Central Labor 
Union of Washington, D. C, the Hotel and Restaurant Employees' International 
Alliance, and the Bartenders' International League of America, and the Ameri- 
can Federation of Labor) from earning a livelihood for themselves and families, 
at their particular craft, trade, or calling : Therefore be it 

Resolved, That we earnestly and emphatically, but respectfully, enter our pro- 
test against this bill, which is so drastic in its nature that it would deprive our 
membership of employment in a business that has been legalized in the capital 
city by the Government for over one hundred years. 

[seal.] James H. McGilton, President, 

.Tere F. McCaethy, Secretary. 

Mr. Pou. Do you mean to say that the Central Labor Union of this 
city is unanimously opposed to this bill, or has unanimously indorsed 
that action ? 

Mr. McCarthy. Oppose the bill ; yes. 

A Voice. It isn't true. 

ADDITIONAL STATEMENT OF MB. AMOS B. WEBBEB. 

Mr. Webber. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, if the 
fate of this bill depends upon the opinions of wise men whose names 
have been quoted here, then it is a question between Dr. Lyman 
Abbott and Bishop Potter, of notoriety, on one side, and William E. 
Gladstone and Abraham Lincoln on the other. [Great applause.] 

If this question in your committee room is to be determined, gentle- 
men of the committee, by the witnesses who are present in person and 
absent by their representatives, then on the one side you have the 
brewers and distillers and their paid attorney, the attorney of the 
wholesale liquor dealers, the representative of the retail liquor dealers, 
the representative of the bartenders, and the good lady whom I would 
do no injustice to whatever, whose conversion on this great question 
against us has been stated ; and over against that you have all of the 
Christain manhood and womanhood, the temperance organizations, 
the Sunday schools, the Christian Endeavors, the Epworth Leagues, 
and all of the temperance organizations of this city asking you, gen- 
tlemen, to do what is right. [Applause and cries of "Amen."] 

That is the situation. My friend over here [referring to Mr. 
Crain] — I am a friend of every human being on earth, but I am 
trying to get him out of this business and save him [applause]. This 
other gentleman, who stated that I got one statement right, or under- 
estimated the sum, when I suggested that the drink bill of this Dis- 
trict is $2,500,000 a year — according to his statement we lea-rn it is 
twice that. I will say here that if I am wrong in my figures they 
should be corrected. I took them from the letters from A^. Macf ar- 
land, and those referring to the insane asylum, the jail, and the work- 
house, and you can read them — but he has raised this drink bill in the 
District far beyond any mistake that was made in those expert figures, 
if such mistake were made. 

Now we are going out of this committee room, and it is for you 
eighteen men from eighteen different districts of this country to say 
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that, in a community of 300,000 people who are powerless to vote 
upon and determine this question, whether or not these organizations, 
these churches, these children's schools, and everybody except the 
liquor interests, shall have their demands respected. We ask by 
all that is humane and all that is right that this bill be reported to the 
floor of the House, and let the House assume the responsibility. 
[Applause,] 

Mr. Grain. I would like to ask Mr. Webber, because I am confident 
that the committee desires to know the facts, if he will in all frankness 
answer one question. Will he be kind enough to state to the commit- 
tee how the amount of liquor sold in the State of Maine under prohibi- 
tion laws compares with the amount of liquor sold in other States of 
about the same population and character where there are no prohibi- 
tion laws. I would like to ask him also to answer that same question 
with reference to Kansas, with this added : AVhether or not the sale 
of whisky has decreased in the State of Kansas since the prohibition 
law was passed ? 

Mr. Webber. You will have to call upon somebody else to answer 
in regard to Kansas ; I don't know. 

A Voice. Mr. AVebber, here is the information in regard to both 
States. 

Mr. Webber. Very well ; I will read this : " Prohibition Maine has 
less than one-fifth of the population of either Ohio or Illinois, but 
Maine has a half more savings bank deposits than Ohio, and more 
than twice as much as Illinois. 

Statistics show that prohibition in Kansas is. an annual saving to 
the people of $6,000,000. Forty-four out of 105 counties are without 
a pauper; and in 37 counties there is not a single occupant in the jail." 
[Great applause.] 

You can draw your own conclusions from either. ^Vhy, gentle- 
men, think of it ! These gentlemen stand up here and admit that this 
bill, if it becomes a law, will lessen the sale of intoxicating liquors in 
this District ; and the representative of the Central Labor Union, who 
seems to be paradoxical in his position by representing a temperance 
organization and belonging to it, and b}^ taking a pledge from boy- 
hood to be a total abstainer, and yet is willing to let those places run 
to the end that the boys may drink so that he may get them to sign the 
pledge later on. If it be true that prohibition will lessen drinking 
in this city — and it will, because if it would not, these representatives 
of distillers and those who are in the business for the money they can 
get out of it would not be here, and because if they can sell more beer 
and whisky here with prohibition than without prohibition they 
w^ould not be represented here. 

Mr. Pou. You have alluded to the fact that the people of the Dis- 
trict can not vote. Would it be satisfactory to you to pass a bill sub- 
mitting this question to the people of the District ? 

Mr. Webber. Absolutely; but I do not want that to come in now 
and take precedence if the whole thing is to be defeated. We come 
here for one purpose. I am endeavoring, in my humble w^ay, as a 
Member of Congress, to represent these people. I believe they want 
to get rid of these saloons, and if you can not believe those who have 
lived here all these years, all these ministers, all these representatives 
of Christian organizations — they are good people — if you can not 
believe them, how could you believe though One who arose from the 
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dead ? Here are paid attorneys. I have never questioned their right 
to appear here, 1 only question their business. I am trying in my 
humble way to get these men out of their business. They are wrong- 
ing their own families ; they are wronging their own neighbors. This 
is the greatest question you have ever had in your committee room 
since you sat here, and what are you going to do with it? [Ap- 
plause.] 

Mr. Campbell. Have you ever made a personal investigation of the 
effect ofprohibition in a prohibition State? 

Mr. Webber. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Campbell. In what State? 

Mr. Webber. I will take Ohio. We have local prohibition scat- 
tered all over that State. 

Mr. Campbell. I mean a State that has absolute prohibition. 

Mr. Webber. I have never been myself personally in such a State 
to investigate the proposition. 

ADDITIONAL STATEMENT OF MB. BOBEBT GBAIN. 

Mr. Grain. I know that Mr. Webber will permit this. I desire 
that it go in the record so that ther^ will be no misunderstanding. 
We do not admit for one instant that there will be less liquor sold in 
this District, so far as whisky is concerned, if this prohibitory law 
shall pass and be enforced, because the facts show that in the State of 
Maine and in the State of Kansas, and in other prohibitory districts, 
that the sale of liquor has never decreased so far as whisky is con- 
cerned. In the State of Maine for the first fifty years that the Dow 
law was in force, the records show that the internal-revenue depart- 
ment at Washington issued just as many tax receipts as it ever had 
before. The same thing is true as to the State of Kansas, but I have 
not the figures with me. I will get them and send them to the chair- 
man of this committee, and they will show also that in the State of 
Tennessee there are thousands of "blind tigers" paying a revenue 
tax to the National Government. 

Mr. Sims. Speaking of Tennessee, I want to say this, that men in 
the liquor business usually do not comply with any kind of law ; they 
do not want to pay taxes and they do not want any kind of restric- 
tions. Of course, there were " blind tigers " before we had prohibi- 
tion. I understood your statement to be that we were not worse then 
than now. So far as Tennessee is concerned, that I challenge abso- 
lutely, because I have lived there all my life. 

Mr. Chain. Then they are just beginning, in Tennessee, to reach the 
millennium, to which my distinguished friend has referred. This 
law has just been passed, and it has never been tried, this last law. 

Mr. Sims. That only reaches the dark spots. 

Mr. Crain. I desire to say that these " speakeasies " are all through 
the South, so I have learned ; learned from your friends, from mem- 
bers of this House from your section of the country. I do not care to 
give their names, but distinguished gentlemen from several of the 
Southern States who occupy the same relation to this legislation as 
you, Mr. Sims, occupy, because you represent the wishes of your 
people — those gentlemen say that the conditions are most deplorable. 

Mr. Sims. I represent the wishes of my people and the dictates of 
mv own heart. 
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Mr. Grain. I have never questioned that. 

Mr. Sims. Now, as to Tennessee. When whisky was sold without 
limit in the small villages, in the county seats of the counties of Ten- 
nessee, upon a court day, when the people were in from the country, 
and in the evening you would see perhaps 50 young men maudlin 
drunk, and violating the law by carrying pistols. To-day if you go 
into those same counties, and under the same conditions, you can not 
find one. Do you tell me that it has not benefited those people ? 

The Chairman. I think there should be one thing made clear, and 
I do not think it has been made clear by Mr. Webber, although I am 
sure he did not intend to misrepresent it. I would like you to state 
again, Mr. Grain, to the committee what organization you represent. 

Mr. Grain. I represent the United States Brewers' Association, an 
organization which comprises all the brewers in this country. I am 
perfectly willing to say, and leave it to the intelligent consideration 
of this committee of Congress, that if this bill is enacted into law the 
sale of beer in this District will greatly decrease, because beer is not 
sold to any extent at all in the prohibition States of this Union. 

The Chairman. The statement was made that you represented the 
brewers and distillers. I want to say to the committee that the 
chairman of the committee and the committee itself has had no com- 
munications from the distilling or whisky interests in opposition to 
the enactment of the Webber bill. 

Mr. Sims. The sellers of beer do not violate the law as we claim the 
whisky men do ? 

Mr. Grain. I did not say that; but I will say this, Mr. Sims, that 
on account of the physical size of the packages in which beer is sold 
it is not sold to any great extent in prohibition districts. That is a 
fact. 

Now, gentlemen, there is only another thing that I would like to go 
into this record. This question, of course, is as old as the country 
and as broad as the country, and it is one of the most important ques- 
tions that ever confronted the people of this country. But I do say 
that this question has been investigated thoroughly by men of 
capacity and integrity, and that this committee ought at least to pay 
some attention to the conclusions that those men have reached. 
Every man on this committee has heard of Seth Low. Everyone has 
heard of Doctor Eliot, and everyone has heard of James T. Garter, 
the leader of the New York bar, and probably one of the most dis- 
tinguished men in this countn^. In the investigation I spoke of, 
extending over five years, Mr. Sims, those gentlemen, acting with 50 
other gentlemen of like standing in this country, investigated in every 
State in this Union, from the beginning of this Union, the liquor 
question in all its aspects. They have investigated it also in other 
countries of the world, and they reached the same conclusion that 
Dr. Lyman Abbott reached, namely, that our friends of the pro- 
hibition cause were mistaken in the methods by which they were 
endeavoring to bring about this good result for which they have so 
earnestly labored. 

Mr. Sims. My actual personal observation of the success of the law 
for twenty-five years enables me to know that it is and has been a suc- 
cess in Tennessee, and I do not think Tennessee is better than the 
average State of the country. 
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STATEMENT OF MR. WILLIAM V. MAHONET. 

Mr. Mahoney. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, I 
want to call the attention of the committee for one moment to a 
very pertinent fact, and that is, I do not know of any person repre- 
senting the liquor side of the question to-day who is not representing 
his job, for which he is paid. The temperance j)eople, however, on 
the other hand, are here representing the moral side of the question, 
and they are rendering their service and exerting their influence for 
nothing. I am a business man on Capitol Hill, in the southeast, 
and my payroll amounts to several thousand dollars per annum, and 
the time I devote to this cause is time spent at the sacrifice of my 
business. 

Now, I want to correct a reference that was made to Miss Frances 
E. Willard a while ago. I read her speech. You [addressing Miss 
Couzins] have not quoted her correctly. She did not say all poverty 
is caused by drink, but what she said was that drink causes poverty. 

Another statement was made with reference to the German- Amer- 
icans. I am here as an Irish- American, and I take off my hat to the 
German- American. Emperor William is not all German, but never- 
theless people will look upon his words with respect when he said 
that the German nation has more to fear to-day from beer drinking 
than it has to fear from France. You know France and Germany 
are at enmity in sentiment, and both are armed to the teeth to-day 
and have the greatest standing armies on the planet, so that when 
the German Emperor says that his nation has more to fear from the 
beer habit than from France, Germ an- Americans ought to sit up 
and think. 

I have been all through tlie State of Kansas and out in Iowa, and 
I have tried to get a drink out there just to see if the law was vio- 
lated or not. I could not buy a drink except at a drug store, and 
then only on the prescription of a physician. 

Mr. Campbell. When were you m Kansas. 

Mr. William V. Mahoney. Last summer, a year ago. 

Mr. Campbell. In what part of the State were you ? 

Mr. William V. Mahoney. I was all through it, from the eastern 
frontier westward. When the train passed the eastern, frontier of 
Kansas, I went to the porter and told him I wanted to get a drink, 
and he said, " Everything is locked up." 

Mr. Campbell. Have you ever been in Maine ? 

Mr. William V. Mahoney. No, sir. In Kansas there are large 
towns — I do not know this of my own knowledge, but I have heard it 
stated — where there are children 6 or 8 years of age that have never 
seen a drunken man on the streets, and when they do see such a 
person they will go home to their parents and say they saw a man on 
the street who was " sick." Can we say the same of the children of 
any town that has saloons ? 

I am from the same portion of the city that Mr. Leonard is from, 
I have been instrumental in having 85 boys in the past year there 
take the temperance pledge. If in ten years only 4 boys have become 
drinking people, I would blush with shame if I were instrunuental, 
however remotely, in having 1 boy become a drunkard. Those 85 
boys I have given my time to when I ought, perhaps, to have been at 
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home with my family or studying to improve myself, but when they 
grow up I will have sorrow and shame if I see one of them go to the 
saloon and become a drunkard in spite of all the time I have put on 
them. 

Mr. Leonard. I woujd like to ask you your name ? 

Mr. William V. Mahoney. My name is Mahoney. I live in the 
southeast. 

Mr. Leonard. I have lived thirty years over there, and I never saw 
you, although I have heard of you and your family. 

Mr. WiNBiGLER. If we get prohibition in the District of Columbia 
it will be like smashing the rattlesnake's head. The tail will live a 
little while afterwards; it will wiggle, but it will not bite. 

STATEMENT OF MB. BIGHABD L. BIEDEL, BEPBESENTING THE 
CENTBAL UNION MISSION, DISTBICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. RiEDEL. Just one moment, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen. 
Mention was made a while ago of the German-American. I am a 
German- American, bom in Saxony, and I tell you, gentlemen, that 
not every German is a beer drinker. There are millions of them that 
are not, and the whole German Empire is rising up against it. 
[Applause.] I am an American citizen. I came to this country 
when I was 6 years of age, but I am proud to be of German origin. 

Mr. Webber. We ought not to have things wrong here. One gen- 
tleman arose and said he represented the wholesale liquor traffic. 

Mr. Grain. Nobody said that. There is no one here who has said 
that. 

Mr. Webber. The point I make here is that these parties repre- 
sent both the beer and whisky dealers of this District. 

The Chairman. My remark a while ago was brought about by a 
statement of yours as to Mr. Grain. 

Mr. Webber. I corrected myself as to that. 

The Chairman. We have had no communication from any whole- 
sale liquor dealers or distillers in regard to this bill, but the brewers 
are opposed to it — those interested in the sale of beer. But I want to 
call your attention to the fact that the manufacturers of whisky and 
wholesale liquor dealers and distillers have entered no protest 
against it. 

Mr. Webber. T\Tiat I wanted to say to the committee and what I 
want to have go into the record is, that there are three men who have 
spoken for both the beer interests and for the whisky interests ? 

Mr. Grain. They are retail liquor dealers. 

Mr. Hugh F. Harvey. We are satisfied that this question be sub- 
mitted to the vote of the people. We are satisfied that if the ma- 
jority of those who can vote were allowed to vote there would be no 
question about this bill. They would vote against it. We ask you, 
and agree with our opponents — those who favor the prohibition bill — 
that if such a thing were possible, submit it to the vote of the citizens 
of the District of Columbia, and we will abide by the result. 

A Lady Bystander. If you will only give us prohibition, then, if 
it is not found to be a success, you can take it away from us. [Ap- 
plause.] 
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STATEMENT OF MB. JOHN B. MAHONET. 

Mr. John R. Mahoney. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, I have 
one thought to offer to the committee in regard to prohibition not 
prohibiting. In the District of Columbia we have no vote for the 

tudge or prosecuting attorney or anybody else, so that we would not 
lave his sympathy, as might be the case if we voted for him, because 
we voted for him. Pass a bill for this District, and the officials, be- 
ing under no obligation to the citizens for electing them to their 
positions, will perform their duty; and I tell you, gentlemen, if you 
give us prohibition, we will see that the officials of the District of 
Columbia will enforce it. There is an element in this town to-day, 
sirs, that will see that the law is enforced. Our judges and prose- 
cuting attorneys will enforce it, because there are no voters behind 
them that helped them to get into their positions. 

The Chairman. Now, Mr. AVebber, I think each side has been suf- 
ficiently heard. 

Mr. Webber. Yes, sir. 

The Chairman. I want to say, in behalf of the committee, that 
we 

Mr. Webber. Excuse me, Mr. Chairman ; a stack of petitions did 
not get up here through inadvertence. Some were left at Mr. Shoe- 
maker's office. I hope you will receive them if they come in later. 

The headings of the petitions referred to is as follows : 
To the Senate and the House of Representatives of the^ United States. 

We, the undersigned property owners and residents of the District of Colum- 
bia, over the age of 18 years, earnestly petition you to enact into law House bill 
6016, known as the "Webber bill," providing for the prohibition of the beverage 
liquor traffic in the District of Columbia. 

The Chairman. We will receive anything that comes up this week. 
Now, Mr. Webber, I wanted to express, on behalf of the committee, 
our appreciation of the kindness of all who have taken the trouble to 
come here this morning. 

Mr. Webber. I thank you, sir. On behalf of the temperance people, 
Mr. Chairman and committee, we desire to express our thanks for the 
patient hearing you have given us. [Applause.] 

(The following resolutions and letters were filed:) 

[Men's Club of the Anacostia M. E. Church.] 

Febbuaby 12, 1907. 
Resolved, That the Anacostia Men's Club of the Anacostia M. E. Church ap- 
point a committee of three to appear before the District Committee and urge 
the passage of the Webbr bill. 

The above resolution was unanimously adopted and the following committee 
were appointed representing the club consisting of sixty men: R. Lee Scaggs, 
Johnson Hardy, and Greorge Shoemaker. 

Abthub B. Suit, President. 
S. R. Campbell, Secretary. 



[Resolutions of mass meeting held at Belasco Theater.] 

Washington, February 10, 1907. 
Hon. J. W. Babcock, 

Chairman of the Committee on District Affairs, 

Washington, D. C. 
HoNOBABLE AND Deab Sib : We respectfully beg to submit the following reso- 
lution which was passed by the allied representatives of the Christian churches 
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and temperance forces, of the city of Washington, in mass meeting assembled 
at the Belasco Theater Sunday afternoon, February 10, 1907, at 3 o'cloclv : 

** Reaolvedy That we, the citizens of Washington assembled in the Belasco 
Theater, earnestly petition our Congress to pass the. Webber bill in the District 
of Columbia and bring into existence a better morality and a purer Washington." 

William A. Hickey, 
Secretary of the Meeting. 



LEpwortb League of Metropolitan Memorial M. E. Church.] 

Resolved, The officers and members of the Epworth League of Metropolitan 
Memorial M. E. Church, comprising 250 residents of the District, have expressed 
their sentiments as being strongly in favor of the so-called Webber bill now 
pending before Congress, and do earnestly pray that it will soon become a law. 
Respectfully yours in the cause. 

Geo. W. Stiles, Je., M. D., President. 
Emily A. Lawrence, Secretary. 

n. A. WiLLSON. 



[Waugh Brotherhood.] 

To the Chairtnan and Members of the Committee on the District of Columbia of 
the House of Representatives of the United States. 

Gentlemen : We, the undersigned, members of a duly appointed committee 
representing the Waugh Brotherhood, an organization of men of the Waugh 
Methodist Episcopal Church, Third and A streets NE., Washington, D. C, do 
hereby respectfully represent to your honorable body that it is the earnest wish 
and desire of the above-mentioned organization that the sale of intoxicating 
liquors in the District of Columbia be prohibited. 

That in the opinion of the organization the sanction by the Government of 
the sale of intoxicating liquors within the limits of the District of Columbia 
is not only harmful and injurious to the moral and physical well-being of the 
residents thereof, but is demoralizing in its influence on the people throughout 
the nation at large. 

To the end, therefore, that this much-needed reform may be brought about, it 
is respectfully urged that you make an early and favorable report on the bill 
now before you, known as the Webber bill, providing for the prohibition of the 
sale of intoxicating liquors in the District of Columbia. 

C. J. Towner, Chairman, 
A. J. Wabd, 
R. S. Ferguson, 
A. L. Baldwin, 

Committee. 



[Sunday School Association of the District of Columbia.] 

Washington, D. C, February 15, 1907. 
Hon. J. W. Babcock, 

Chairman Committee on the District of Columbia, House of Representatives. 

Dear Sir: It was my intention to be present at the hearing granted by 

your committee on yesterday, upon the Webber bill, but I was prevented from 

attending by pressing business engagements. I take the liberty of expressing 

my sympathy with the bill and of urging a favorable report 

The association named at the head of this letter has by far the largest con- 
stituency of any organization, religious or secular, in the District of Columbia. 
That constituency is the nearly 44,000 men, women, and children enrolled in the 
white Protestant Sunday schools in our District We regard the saloon as our 
foe, and we desire to see it banished from our fair city. 
Very respectfully, 

W. W. MiLLAN, 

President District of Columbia Sunday School Association. 
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APPENDIX. 

|H. K. 0016, Fifty-ninth CongreHs, first session.] 

A BILL To prohibit the manufacture and sale of intoxicating liquors in the District of 

Columbia. 

Be it euaeted by the i^enate and House of Uepresentatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That no person shall, on and after the first 
day of August, anno Domini nineteen hundred and six, either himself or by 
agent, sell or keep for sale, or offer for sale, or give away, or furnish within 
the District of Columbia any intoxicating liquors save and except as provided 
in section second of this act. 

Sec. 2. That the provision of said section one relating to the sale, keeping, or 
offering for sale of intoxicating liquors shall not apply to regular druggists or 
apothecaries conducting regular drug stores or apothecary shops within said 
District, but such druggists or apothecaries shall not sell intoxicating liquors 
except for known mechanical, pharmaceutical, sacramental, or medicinal pur- 
poses, nor compound, nor mix for sale, or sell any composition containing intox- 
icating liquors, except upon the prescription of a reputable physician, if for me- 
dicinal purposes, residing in said District. Nor shall he make more than one sale 
on any one such prescription; and every such druggist or apothecary shall keep 
a book for the special purpose and enter therein the date of every sale of intox- 
icating liquor made by him, the name of the person to whom sold and his resi- 
dence, the kind and quantity and price thereof, and the purpose for whi(?h it was 
sold (and where such sale was for medicinal purposes) ; the prescription paper 
on which the same was sold shall be j)asted in said book in connection with such 
entry in such manner that the same can be read, and such books shall be at all 
times open to public inspection during business hours. Any failure of any such 
druggist or apothecary to comply with the provisions of this section shall render 
him liable to the same penalties as if he were not at the time of such sale such 
druggist or apothecary. 

Sec. 8 That any person who violates any provision of this act shall, on con- 
viction thereof in the police court on a prosecution in the name of the District 
of Columbia, be punished by fine of not less than one hundred dollars nor more 
than five hundred dollars, and be imprisoned in the jail of said District not less 
than thirty days nor more than ninety days for the first offense, and for the 
second, or any subsequent offense, for the violation of any provision of said act, 
such person shall be fined not less than three hundred dollars nor more than one 
thousand dollars, and be imprisoned in the jail of said District not less than six 
months nor more tlian one year. 

Sec. 4. That prosecutions for violations of the provisions of this act sliall be 
on information filed in the police court by the attorney of the District of Colum- 
bia, or any of his assistants duly authorized to act for him, and said attorney, 
or his assistants, shall file such information upon the presentation to him, or his 
said assistants, of sworn information of any reputable citizen of said District 
that said law has been violated. It sliall be the duty of said attorney of said 
District, or any of his said assistants, to prosecute any person who violates said 
act by information in sjiid police court when satisfied, by evidence or informa- 
tion from any source, that said act has been violated ; and it shall be the duty of 
all policemen and other executive ofiicers, whose duty it is to arrest violators of 
law within said District, to give information to said attorney, or his assistants, 
of any infractions of said act that may come within their knowledge within 
their respective jurisdictions. 

Sec. 5. That in the interpretation of this act words of singular number shall 
be deemed to include their plurals, and words of the masculine gender shall 
be dt^med to include the feminine, as the case may be. 

Sec. 6. That this act shall be in lieu of and as a substitute for all existing 
laws and regulations in the District of Columbia in relation to- the sale, manu- 
facture, furnishing, or giving away of distilled and fermented liquors in said 
District, and all laws, or parts of laws, inconsistent with this act be, and they 
are hereby, repealed. 
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Report of Commissioners on B. R. 6016. 

Febbuast 17, 1906. 
Hon. J. W. Babcook, 

Chairman of Committee on the District of ColumHa. 
Deab Sib : The Copamissioners of the District of CJolumbla have the honor to 
state that thqy are not prepared to recommend favorable action upon H. R. 
6016, Fifty-ninth Congress, first session, " to prohibit the manufacture and sale 
of intoxicating liquors in the District of Columbia," which was referred to 
them at your instance for their examination and report, as they believe that it 
is impracticable to enforce such a law as the bill proposes in the District of 
Columbia. 

Very respectfully, 

Henbt B. F. Macfabland, 
President of the Board of Commissioners of the District of Columbia, 
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